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THE TRUSTEES RELIEF BILL. 


Lord St. Leonards has introduced into the House of 
Lords a measure intended to be the complement of that 
introduced by the Attorney-General into the House of 
Commons. If fraudulent trustees are to be or 
punished, it seems only just to relieve trustees as muc 
as possible from the consequences of errors into which 
they may have innocently fallen. No one can deny 
that the rules of the Court of Chancery often press 
with great severity on trustees who have committed, 
technically speaking, breaches of trust, but who have 
acted uprightly and even carefully, and. have had no 
other wish than to consult the interests of the friends 
or relations for whom they have consented to act. If 
such cases could be classed under definite heads, and 
if it came clearly within the province of Parliament to 
relax rules whieh are only the creations of a particular 
court, it seems in every way desirable that relief should 
be afforded by statute to trustees placed in such a posi- 
tion. If trustees are not to be paid, and if the office of 
trustee is to be a private one, every facility should be 
given that would be likely to induce honourable and 
wealthy men to undertake the burden. In principle, 
therefore, the Bill has much to recommend it. Its 
details will be exposed to much necessary criticism ; 
but as there is small chance of its becoming law this 
session unless the Government consent to incorporate its 
— with their own Bill, and as no pledge to 

effect has yet been given, it is more important 
to keep before us the general drift of the measure, than 
to analyse and estimate its several parts. We will en- 
deavour, therefore, to state as briefly and simply as 
possible what it is that Lord St. Leonards proposes to 
effect, and what is the nature and extent of the relief 
which he is prepared to accord. 

Let us first take the faults of commission from the 
consequences of which the Bill would exempt a trustee. 
They are three :—The first case provided for is that of 
atrustee who commits a breach of trust without an 
possible benefit to himself; and yet, when in the veoule 
there is both a profit and loss, finds himself bound by 
the rules of — to bear the loss, and receive no com- 

nsation from the profit. Lord St. Leonards stated, 
in illustration, the facts of a remarkable case :—A gen- 
tleman residing in the East Indies advanced £2,000 on 
loan to the East India Company, with interest at 10 per 
cent. The gentleman died, having made a will by which 
he directed all his property to be converted into money, 
and the money to be invested, the interest to be paid to 
his wife during her life. The trustee did not convert 
the East India Company’s bond, but paid the 10 per 
cent. interest to the widow. The person entitled in 
Temainder, after a lapse of several years, filed a bill 
against the trustee, calling upon him to repay what he 
had a in excess to the widow, and the Court held 
that he was bound todo so. But it happened, that, at the 





time when the bond was actually disposed of, it fetched 
£800 more than it would have done at the time of the 
testator’s death, and yet the trustee was not permitted 
to take credit for this £800, but was obliged to pay it 
over, together with the sum representing the excess 
of interest paid to the widow. The Bill, therefore, 
provides that a trustee, under such circumstances, shall 
be allowed to set the gain against the loss. It also 
prevents the remainderman from suing for the 
excess of interest received on property unconverted, 
and paid to the person entitled to the life interest, if 
the remainderman has been cognisant of the fact that 
the property was unconverted contrary to the direc- 
tions of the instrument under which it was held: and 
further, when the remainderman is not cognisant, it 
permits the trustee to recover the sums he has paid 
innocently in excess from the persons to whom he has 
paid them. The second case provided for is that of a 
trustee who makes a payment under a power of attor- 
ney, and finds himself liable by reason of the death of 
the person giving the power. ‘The Bill annuls the rule 
which makes him responsible, and declares that he shall 
not be liable, if at the time of payment he was ignorant 
of the fact that the person granting the power was 
dead. Lastly, the Bill contains a provision with refer- 
ence to the investment of trust money. Generally speak- 
ing, trustees are induced to change investments and ex- 
ceed their powers by the persuasion of those interested in 
the funds, and yet they are exposed to responsibility for 
so dong years after the change has been made. The 
Bill exempts trustees from responsibility if they have 
given notice to the remaindermen of their intention 
to change the investment; but it also imposes a 
very curious additional duty on the trustee, for it re- 
quires him to take the opinion of a Queen’s counsel 
actually practising at the Chancery bar as to his 
power, under the terms of the trust, tomake the change ; 
and then, if the Queen’s counsel says the trustee is 
justified, he is so, whether the Queen’s counsel is right 
or wrong in his opinion. The notion of throwing a 
statutable shield over the blunders of Queen’s counsel, 
while the opinions of stuff gowns are still to have no 
value but that of good sense and legal knowledge, is so 
strange, that we are sure Lord St. Leonards will not 
seriously defend it when his Bill comes to be minutely 
criticised. 

It is one main feature of the Bill to cast upon re- 
maindermen the duty of looking after their own 
interests, and this appears very conspicuously in the 
first provision having reference to errors of omission. 
The obligation to do certain acts, as, for instance, to 
convert property, is now very frequently cast upon 
trustees, not by the directions of the instrument 
creating the trusts, but simply by a rule of equity. 
The Bill provides that when there is no direction, and 
the trustee innocently, without fraud, and without 
benefit to himself, fails to do the act, he shall be pro- 
tected. By subsequent provisions trustees are relieved 
from the responsibility they incur by not suing for bad 
debts, and also from that attaching to them when they 
fail to call in money on bond, although they have 
received no positive directions to do so. It is also pro- 
vided that an executor may bar, as against himself, the 
claims of creditors who do not send in their demands after 
his giving such a notice as the Court of Chancery would 
give if the estate were administered by the Court; and 
also, that executors shall be at liberty to distribute the 
whole of an estate, if all rents have been paid and 
covenants performed, without keeping a reserve to 
meet the chance of future liabilities. Lastly, the Bill 
gives trustees a power to obtain on petition, without 
filing a Bill, a decree of the Court of Chancery upon 
any point which may arise in the administration of the 
trust estate. 

Such is the outline of a measure which deserves 
respectful attention, as coming from so great a legal 
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authority, and from a person who has been Chan- 
cellor in two countries. We do not wish to exa- 
mine the merits of its several provisions until there 
is a prospect of the Bill passing, in some shape or ether. 
But, as a general criticism, we cannot help feeling that 
there was much truth in a remark made by the Lord 
Chancellor, that the better way would be to define 
those duties of trustees which they could be justly 
called on to fulfil, and then hold them bound to the 
performance of those duties—not to cast a burden on 
them by law, and then indemnify them by law if they 
fail to bear it. 


Lo 
—~> 


THE STATUTE LAW COMMISSION. 


Among the many predects of Law Reform of which the 
English public has lately heard so much, there is none 
that appears in go unpromising a condition as that which 
relates to the consolidation of our Statute Law, at least if 
one may form a judgment from the published Reports 
of the Commissioners. Their third Report has just made 
its appearance, and is about as unsatisfactory a perform- 
ance as we have seen for a very long time. It consists 
of little more than five pages, including nearly half a 
page which is occupied with the names of the Commis- 
sioners, and yet it is long enough to chronicle the failure 
orindefinite postponement of many of the schemes delibe- 
rately adopted by the Commissioners, and published in 
their two former Reports, while it does not record the 
success of one. he Commissioners inform us that 
they have found it expedient, on further consideration, 
to modify the plan of consolidation proposed in their 
Report of July, 1855. Accordingly, we find that the 
Bil for the consolidation of the statutes relating to the 
National Debt, which was drawn, and subsequentl 

“‘ revised and completed,” by Mr. Anstey, and the Bill 
prepared by the same gentleman for consolidating the 
Statute Law relating to Prisons, have both been post- 
poned or abandoned. Mr. Lonsdale having been made 
a gounty court judge, we are told that five other gen- 
tlemen were intrusted with the work originally assigned 
to him; the result being the eight Bills relating to in- 
dictable offences, which were laid on the table of the 
House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor at the end of 
the session of 1856. It is stated that these Bills had 
been revised and settled with great care by Lord Wens- 
leydale, the late Chief Justice Jervis, Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly, and Mr. Greaves; but the Commissioners now 
tell us, that, on again revising these Bills with a view 
to their introduction into Parliament in the present 
session, they have been “‘led to modify to a certain 
extent the views which they entertained when they 
first gave instructions for their preparation.” In other 
words, the labours of Mr. Lonsdale, for which they 
took credit in their first Report, of the five other gen- 
tlemen who have since endeavoured to discharge the 
duty which, single-handed, he undertook, and of the four 
distinguished persons who finally settled these Bills, are 
to ce in nothing, because the Commissioners have dis- 
covered at the last moment that they have been praceed- 
ing upon a wrong principle. This important discovery 
is, that improvement in the Statute Law must accompany 
consolidation — ‘‘not improvements which are the 
subject of any differences of opinion, or would raise 
any discussion, but merely remedying such defects 
as may be said to be accidental.” How it could haye 
taken so many years to arrive at such g conclu- 
sion, or why the labour of so many able men 
should have been thrown away because it was not 
arrived at sooner, will be a mystery to all but 
those who haye been accustomed to watch the pro- 
ceedings and read the Reports of these astute Com- 
missioners. The notion of consolidating, and thereby 
perpetuating, the obvious blunders and defects of our 
statutes, as well as the enactments which it was the 
manifest intention of the Legislature to pass, is so 








absurd, that it is hard to understand how such men 
as Lords Lyndhurst and Brougham, and others whose 
names appear appended to these Reports, could bring 
themselves to avow it, much less to offer it as an 
apology for such a waste of public time and money. 

Another and very different kind of excuse ig 
peated for not having presented to Parliament 

r. Wingrove Cooke's Bill for consolidating and 
amending the Copyhold Commissioners’ Acts, which 
was prepared by that gentleman more than two 
years ago. In this case, it has been deemed ex- 
pedient by the Lord Chancellor to “ effect certain 
desired amendments of the law by a short separate 
Act, which should afterwards be incorporated by conso- 
lidation with the other Acts.” Curiously enough, Mr. 
Cooke was the only gentleman of all those originally 
employed, whose commission, in express terms, ex- 
tended to amendment ; and, therefore, we presume, on 
the score of a rigid consistency, the Commissioners 
thought it proper to confine him to the most scrupulous 
consolidation, having already found fault with the works 
of other gentlemen who were instructed merely to con- 
solidate, because they did not do something towards 
amendment. 

Mr. Rogers’s Bill for the consolidation of the statutes 
relating to masters and servants, which the report of 
1855 told us had been revised and completed, and was 
then ‘ under consideration,” is now, after a lapse of two 
years, “tin an advanced state of preparation”! The 
Bills consolidating the statute law relating to land- 
lord and tenant, ecclesiastical and caltadidie anaes and 
stamps, are also still under consideration; and thus, in 
short, not one of all the projects for consolidation, 
which were so magniloquently enunciated in 1855, has 
yet resulted in the passing of a single Bill through 
either House of Parliament. 

We are bound, however, to admit, that, whatever 
deficiency this new Report has disclosed as to 
the performances of the Statute Law Commis- 
sioners, ,it abounds, like both its predecessors, in 
promises of future achievements. ‘Though not one 
of all the Bills, about which the Commissioners 
have been labouring for years, has passed into law, 
nothing daunted by past failures, they have issued in- 
structions for the preparation of eleven new Bills on 
Mercantile Law ; while thirty new Bills on the Law of 
Property have been actually drawn and delivered by 
the draughtsmen ; in addition to which numerous other 
Bills on various subjects have been prepared under the 
sanction, if not by the express direction, of the Com- 
missioners, and at the cost of the public. 

It is greatly to be feared that such proceedings will 
have little other effect than to increase the evils which 
they were intended to remedy. How it could be other- 
wise it is difficult to imagine, when it is borne in mind 
that the Commissioners, who are supposed to direct and 
revise all these efforts towards consolidation, have not 
themselves arrived at any fixed principles on the sub- 
ject. After the appointment of so many Commissions 
and Special Committees, and the publication of s0 
many Reports and Blue Books— the present Commission 
having been at work for two years, with the assistapce 
of Mr. Bellenden Ker, who had been a paid Commis- 
sioner of a similar board for some years before—it is la- 
mentable to find that we have got no further than the 
notable discovery that obvious blunders should not be 
incotporated in Bills prepared with the view of con- 
solidation ; and it is equally grievous to learn that 
nothing has yet heen actually accomplished beyond the 
expenditure of large sums of money, with the ex- 

ectancy of a yast addition of Acts retaining many of 
the faulty characteristics of those which they are de- 
signed to supersede. 

All the efforts which have been hitherto made have 
been too purely empirical; and so long as the task of 

lidation is intrusted to the hands of the present 
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Commissioners, we cannot anticipate any marked im- 
provement in this respect. Indeed, we regard with 
more than suspicion a list of such distinguished 
names as we find included in this Commission. It 
is, no doubt, very imposing to have such an array, 
and it may be considered a satisfactory answer to all 
gainsayers ; but it is impossible to regard the parade 
of these high names to such a Report as that now be- 
fore us in any other light than that in which one looks 
upon the names which are sometimes to be seen on 
the prospectuses of bubble companies, where the rank 
of the directors lends a weight to schemes that 
otherwise would be likely to meet with nothing but 
repudiation from the public. If, indeed, this new 
Report of the Statute Law Commissioners is the pro- 
duction of the Law Lords and other distinguished lawyers 
whose names are appended thereto, the cause of law 
reform in England, and especially of that branch of it 
to which their commission extends, appears more hope- 
less than ever. But if, on the contrary, their names 
are merely lent for the purpose of giving sanction and 
authority to the attempts of a paid Commissioner, or 
rather, to the undirected and incoherent efforts of his 
subordinates, it is right that the public should be un- 
deceived before it gives way to despair of accomplishing 
that which it has been led to suppose has been too 
great a task for those most able and competent to deal 
with it. 


Legal News. 


In"the House of Lords this week the Transportation 
Bill has passed through committee, and may now be 
looked upon as virtually passed. It vests a very large 
measure of discretion in the Home Secretary—a step 
to which it is easy to enumerate objections, but for 
which we see no alternative. There has been a further 
debate upon the Divorce Bill, and the activity of the 
opponents of the measure is not even yet exhausted. 











The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council have 
this week delivered, by the mouth of Dr. Lushington, 
a judgment which deserves attention as declaring, on 
the authority of that high tribunal, a principle of pro- 
fessional remuneration, which cannot be too earnestly 
insisted on, alike in the interest of litigants and of 
lawyers. In the famous Dyce Sombre case, the 
proctor supporting the will in the Prerogative Court, 
and afterwards on appeal, had printed the whole 
of the proceedings, thereby saving a vast deal of 
time and trouble to every one concerned in the 
litigation. The registrar on taxation very properly 
allowed the charges which would have been legitimately 
made in case all these voluminous pleadings and depo- 
sitions had been written. Against this most equitable 
decision, Mrs. Dyce Sombre appealed to the Judicial 
Committee, contending that nothing should have been 
allowed beyond the expense of printing. 

Dr. Lushington, in giving judgment, said that “the ques- 
tion was, whether substantial justice had not been done between 
the parties. So far from there haying been any increase of ex- 
pense by reason of the alteration in the mode of proceeding, 
the actual expense had been much less. However objectionable 
it might appear to allow charges for work not actually per- 
formed, yet the result of disallowing them would be, that the 
proctor would be deprived of his fair remuneration for all his 
time, pains, and labour. It is well understood that charges of 
this kind are not merely the pay for the particular work or 
labour to which they are allotted, but they are the proctor’s 
remuneration for the general conduct of the case—for his time 
and his trouble, for becoming, as he must be, perfect master of 
the case in its minutest details. He must make himself ac- 
quainted with all the points of the case, and be prepared to 
answer any question which his counsel may put to him.” 

Now, we do not think that a fairer or clearer state- 
ment could have been made, either of the duty of a 


professional man, whether proctor or solicitor, con- 
cerned in the conduct of an important cause, or of the 
principle of remuneration which should be applied in 
the taxation of his bill of costs. We do hope that this 
declaration of the opinion of the Judicial Committee 
will not be without effect, both upon the public mind 
and on the future deliberations of other judges who have 
not hitherto shown themselves sufficiently impressed 
with the justice and the importance of the rule thus 
laid down. We have frequently pointed out, that, 
under the old practice, the allowances to solicitors in 
Chancery were substantially adjusted on this prndple. 
It might certainly occur, that, if the same standard were 
indiscriminately applied to all cases, the solicitor would 
sometimes receive remuneration beyond what the diffi- 
culty of the particular suit warranted ; but even then it 
might becontended that one easy suit was counterbalanced 
by another of great labour and complication ; and that, 
on the average of causes, the skill and industry expended 
by the. solicitor were by no means overpaid. But in 
anxiety to obviate a possible injustice to the suitor, 
the judges have certainly inflicted a positive injury 
upon the practitioner. Under the new scale of Chancery 
costs, it has been abundantly provided that there 
shall be no risk of ey ong in any case; 
but very insufficient precaution has been taken against 
the equally pernicious evil of under-payment. If the 
fees allotted to the successive steps of a prveceins 
which is permitted to run its course are barely adequate 
to remunerate those who have the conduct of it, nobody 
can expect that solicitors will actively exert themselves 
to abridge or simplify litigation, and thus still further to 
reduce the charges which they will be authorised to 
make. The substitution of printing for copying volu- 
minous documents is only one of many expedients 
which may occur to a skilful and experienced prac- 
titioner for placing his client’s case in moderate compass 
and in the clearest aspect before the Court, Another 
example of the same kind was the analysis of evidence 
prepared by the attorney for Mr. Wooler, on his client’s 
trial for murder, which we know, on the authority of 
the counsel, was of most material assistance to them. 
In both these instances the Courts have emphatically 
recognised the principle of encouraging the exercise of 
skill and judgment by adequately rewarding it. We 
trust that the words of Lord Campbell and of Dr. 
Lushington will have their due weight, and that a time 
will soon come when solicitors will not be visited by the 
taxing officers of any court with heavy penalties for 
every manifestation of ingenuity, of superiority to 
routine, and of regard for the convenience of judges, 
and for their clients’ real interests. 





Some of our Irish contemporaries lately expended a 
good deal of eloquence in celebrating the obsequies of 
Mr. Robert Holmes, a venerable ornament of the bar, 
who was reported to have died in London, at the ripe 
age of ninety-two. Mr. Holmes, it appears, is not 
dead, but in the enjoyment of excellent health; and he 
has lived to witness, besides many other striking scenes, 
the solemnities in honour of his own decease. As the 
late Sir Charles Napier counted his two deaths, so Mr. 
Holmes, when he reaches the world of spirits, will have 
to boast that his funereal games have been: twice cele- 
brated. This eminent lawyer has had an opportunity 
of understanding what is meant by the phrase “ con- 
temporary posterity,” which, we believe, is of yer 
modern origin. If any fact has been incorrectly stated 
by his biographer, he will himself have an opportunity 
of setting it right; and thus, when he does really die, 
he will carry with him into the shades the exact words 
of the voice of fame, instead of merely hearing that faint 
echo of her tones, which alone usually cheers the pale ghost 
of the illustrious dead. But although the occasion for 





ublishing the facts is rather unlucky, it may neverthe- 
ess interest many of our readers to be told that there 
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is now living in London a patriarchal Irishman who 
was called to the bar, in Dublin, at the rather advanced 
age of thirty, who during fifty succeeding years 
acquired and preserved the highest professional reputa- 
tion, and who for twelve years subsequently has dwelt 
in retirement in this metropolis, in the enjoyment of an 
ample fortune, and of the remembrance of a career of 
stern integrity, and brilliant and fairly-earned success. 

Mr. Holmes appears to have belonged to the party of 
the most active and uncompromising foes of Govern- 
ment. Some attempts were made early in his forensic life 
to buy off his opposition at the price of a silk gown, but 
this offer he refused, both at that time and afterwards, 
when he had attained at the outer bar a place more dis- 
tinguished than any which the Crown had power to 
confer. There were at the Irish Bar many Queen’s 
Counsel, but only one Robert Holmes; and if we are to 
credit our contemporary, the Evening Freeman, he left no 
equal, nor has his match in power arisen since. We 
trust, however, that this description of Mr. Holmes, as 
the sole relic of an age of greatness, is only one of the 
-rhetorical embellishments proper to the supposed occa- 
sion. But if it be true that no rival has yet appeared to 
dispute pre-eminence with this famous advocate, it may be 
worth his while just to consider whether it would not be 
wise to die at once, while all men are saying with one voice 
that they shall never see his like again. At any rate, if 
he were to depart life now, he would be sure to enjoy in 
the columns of the Evening Freeman what Pliny calls 
the last finish of prosperity, laudator eloquentissimus, 
and we should certainly take care to transcribe the 
oration into our own columns, and thus add our own hum- 
ble note to the trumpet tones of fame. The full-hearted 
panegyric of our contemporary, although somewhat 
precipitate in its utterance, is honourable alike to the 
author, to the audience, and to the subject of it. The 
last Irish marvel was the story, very generally believed, 
that John Sadleir was alive, in defiance of the Coroner 
for Middlesex. Now our metropolitan county has its 
revenge, for it can produce Mr. Robert Holmes, able to 
read the history of his own life, actions, and decease in 
the columns of the Irish newspapers. 





We believe that the announcement of the nomina- 
tion of Mr. J. Hope Shaw, of Leeds, to fill the vacant 
place in the council of the Incorporated Law Society, 
will be received with general satisfaction both in 
town and country. It is very desirable that provincial 
solicitors should assist in the deliberations of the council, 
and also that the Law Institution should be made in 
every way the means of promoting that perfect under- 
standing and harmony of action among the profession 
everywhere, which, we believe, will best secure the 
general good of all practitioners. 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER.—June 15. 
Mansell v. The Queen. 

The plaintiff in error, Thomas Mansell, had been indicted for 
murder at the last Maidstone Assizes, before Baron Bramwell, 
and found guilty on that indictment. He then brought a writ 
of error into the Queen’s Bench, but that Court disallowed the 
errors assigned, and confirmed the conviction. Having ob- 
tained the fiat of the Attorney-General, the prisoner brought 
another writ of error into this Court, in order to have the decision 
of the Queen’s Bench reviewed; and the record having been 
transferred into this Court, the prisoner was brought up for the 
purpose of assigning errors upon it. 

Mr. F. Russell appeared for the prisoner, and Mr. Welsby for 
the Crown. 

A short discussion took place as to the proper course to be 
pursued in the assignment of errors in criminal cases, the result 
of which was that the Court directed that errors should be 
formally assigned by the prisoner this day, that the papers 
should be delivered to the judges on Thursday, and that the 
argument should take place on the following Tuesday. 

The prisoner was accordingly remanded until Tuesday, the 
28rd instant. 





QUEEN’S BENCH.—Jone 12. 
APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF AN ATTORNEY’s CERTIFICATE, 


Sir F. Thesiger applied on behalf of Mr. Emanuel W. Violet 
for a renewal of his certificate to practise as an attorney. He 
had practised for twenty-nine years in the neighbourhood of 
Bristol, but in 1849 he got involved in pecuniary difficulties, 
and was obliged to avail himself of the Bankruptcy Court. 
His affairs were there inquired into at considerable length, and 
the investigation resulted in his being imprisoned by Mr. Com- 
missioner Law for sixteen months for a breach of trust. After 
he obtained his liberty, he entered the service of Mr. Phelps, a 
respectable solicitor, as managing clerk, and his conduct had 
ever since been most exemplary. The learned counsel then 
read several affidavits in support of his application, and ex- 
pressed a hope that the Court would think that Mr. Violet had 
suffered sufficiently for his offence, and might now be permitted 
to continue his practice as an attorney. 

Mr. Garth, on the part of the Incorporated Law Society, op- 
posed the application, and entered into an account of several 
distinct breaches of trust of a very serious nature which had 
been proved against Mr. Violet in the Bankruptcy Court. 

Lord Campbell said it was impossible, in the face of these facts, 
to renew the applicant’s certificate. The Court would be very 
much pleased to extend mercy to him, but it must likewise 
have mercy for the public, and some consideration for the 
honourable body of attorneys to whom he wished to be restored. 
They must look to the honour of that profession as well as to 
the honour of the bar; and he thought that an attorney found 
guilty of such fraudulent breaches of trust ought not again to 
have an opportunity of deceiving the public, and mixing with 
the honourable members of the profession which he had dis- 
graced. 

The other Judges expressed the same opinion. 

Application refused. 





ARCHES COURT.—June 12. 
Crosse v. DyNELEY.—SENTENCE. 


This was a complaint brought by Mr. Crosse, a proctor of 
the court, against Mr. Dyneley, one of the deputy-registrars, 
accusing him of being “overbearing and insolent in his de- 
meanour, and inconsistent and unreasonable in his requirements, 
as well to him personally as to such practitioners generally as 
were compelled to have recourse to him.” The facts of the 
case have been already reported. Sir John Dodson now de- 
livered judgment. He considered that Mr. Dyneley’s conduct 
was deserving of very serious reprehension. There was not the 
slightest foundation for the grave charges he had brought 
against Mr. Crosse, and not against Mr. Crosse only, but against 
Mr. Decimus Dyke, the Queen’s Proctor, and other proctors of 
the court. It was quite clear that the registry and proctorial 
matters were, as he said, in a ‘sad state.” Many proctors 
had sworn, that, when they had business to transact, they were 
in the habit of inquiring who was the registrar for the week; 
and if it was Mr. Dyneley, they delayed their business until 
another registrar took his place. That was a very calamitous 
state of things. No doubt a great part of the difficulty arose 
from an anxious desire on Mr. Dyneley’s part to do his duty, 
to be particularly accurate, and so forth; but that feeling, 
praiseworthy as it was, seemed to have been carried to an 
excess. The Court could not but accede to Mr. Crosse’s 
prayer—it could not but censure Mr. Dyneley, and admonish 
him to abstain from such conduct in future. He thought it 
ought likewise to admonish Mr. Crosse to abstain from such 
language in future as that he had used to Mr. Dyneley. With 
regard to the application to condemn Mr. Dyneley in the costs, 
he could scarcely accede to that request. In the first place, the 
costs could not be very important ; and Mr. Crosse had himself 
made the first attack. He (Sir J. Dodson) should certainly ad- 
monish Mr. Dyneley to be more guarded iu his conduct; and if 
it was repeated, he should be under the necessity of taking 
more stringent measures. 

Mr. Crosse moved, that, as Mr. Dyneley was absent, a moni- 
tion should issue, directing him to be more guarded in his con- 
duct in future. 

The Court supposed that would hardly be necessary; but if 
Mr. Crosse insisted upon it, a monition must issue. 

Mr. Crosse said he felt compelled to insist on the monition. 

The Court—If you wish it, you must have it; but it does not 
show a good spirit. 

Mr. Crosse said he had been persecuted, and must persevere. 

The monition was ordered accordingly. 
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COURT OF BANKRUPTCY.—June 15. 
(Before Commissioner GoULBURN). 
TRADER Desror SUMMONS. 

A trader debtor summons came on for hearing, by which the 
plaintiff, a wine merchant, sought to recover £750 from a 
person named Guistiniani, and called on the defendant to show 
cause why he should not enter into a bond, in the usual form, 
for securing payment of the debt. 

The defendant was examined,and stated that he was an agent 
in this country for the Turkish Government, also a banker and 
merchant. He was in correspondence with the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs and Marine at Constantinople relative to the 
building of a fleet of ten steamers to be fitted out in accordance 
with the treaty of Paris. An English admiral was to forward 
to his firm the description of steamers to be built. At first the 
estimate for the ten was £500,000, but it had been reduced to 
£300,000 or £400,000. He had lived for about eight months 
in a house at Twickenham, belonging to Sir Wm. Clay, of 
which the rent was £750 a year. He had also lodgings at 
Oxford-terrace, at £150 a year. He was not married. He 
had a housekeeper at Twickenham. One of the parcels of wine 
supplied to him by the plaintiff, which was taken as security 
for a debt, was sent to Oxford-terrace, and was subsequently 
removed to Twickenham. He would not admit that a bill of 
his for £7,500 had been dishonoured. His house had long been 
carrying on a large trade. 

Mr. Van Sandau, who appeared for the defendant, assured 
the Court that he was a man of the highest character and re- 
spectability, and there could not be the slightest imputation 
upon his solvency or integrity. 

His Honour said the plaintiff had apparently taken alarm 
at the way in which the wine had been dealt with ; and finding 
that the defendant was paying rent to the amount of £900, had 
come to the conclusion that he could not go on long at that rate. 
The Court would make an order, calling on the defendant to 
enter into a bond, but would give time for an appeal to the 
Lords Justices. He hoped the Court of Appeal would lay 
down some rule which might regulate these courts in the evi- 
dence which they ought to hear in these eases. He thought 
the plaintiff was fully justified in asking for security in this 
case. The defendant was living in a quasi-palace, at Twicken- 
ham, for which he was to pay a rent of £750 a year. He had 
also a place nearer town, in Oxford-terrace, the rent of which 
was £150 a year. It was not to be believed that a merchant, 
as this man professed himself to be, and to have very extensive 
dealings, did not know what was meant by a dishonoured bill. 
The order would be that the defendant should enter into a bond 
within fourteen days, unless it were shown that the defendant 
was prosecuting an appeal. 





Satomons vy. Minter (in Error)—The hearing of this 
cause, on the joint petition of the plaintiff and defendant, has 
been ordered to stand over till next Session. 


Srrrincs at Nist Privs.—On the first day of the sittings 
after Trinity Term, the Cause List contained an entry, in the 
Queen’s Bench, of 69 causes, of which 22 were remanents, and 
24 were marked for special juries—In the Common Pleas, of 
86 causes, of which 10 were marked for special juries.—In the 
Exchequer, of 57 causes, of which 25 were remanents, and 25 
were marked for special juries. 


CALL To THE BAar.—Edward Clive Bayley, Esq., of Cal- 
cutta, only son of the late Edward Clive Bayley, of St. Peters- 
burg, merchant, was, on June 12th, called to the degree of the 
Utter Bar by the Hon. Society of the Middle Temple. 


Bankruptcy (IRELAND).—£2,327 was the total amount of 
fees received in the Irish Court of Bankruptcy for meetings in 
1856, together with the 7s. 6d. fee on such meetings; and 
£2,164 was the amount of fees received to the credit of the 
Bankruptcy and Compensation Fund. £1,004 was the sum 
received by the Secretary of Bankruptcy in Ireland. 


Mr. Roserr Hoitmes.—We are happy to state that there is 
no truth in the report of the death of Mr. Robert Holmes, the 
eminent Irish barrister; he is alive and well, and residing with 
his son-in-law, Mr. Lenox Conyngham, in Eaton-place.— 
Observer. 


Re Humpurey Brown.—The following letter has been ad- 
dressed to the editor of the Times in reference to the paragraph 
we extracted from that paper in our last week’s number :— 

“Sir,—We perceive, with very considerable surprise, a 
paragraph in 7'he Times of this morning to the effect that the 
steps taken by Messrs. Linklater, the solicitors to the prosecy- 


tion, had ‘led to the capture of Mr. Humphrey Brown.’ We 
beg to say that Mr. Brown was not captured, but voluntarily sur- 
rendered himself yesterday ; and to add, that he has had abundant 
opportunities of escaping had he been anxious to do so, but that 
under our advice he had from the first determined to surrender. 
The only reason of the delay has been his desire to be prepared 
with the required bail (fixed, as you are aware, at avery heavy 
amount), so that his incarceration might be as short as possible; 
and this was of the more importance, as Mr. Brown is suffering 
from an internal complaint which might render a protracted 
confinement fatal.—We are, Sir, your obedient servants, TUCKER, 
GREVILLE, AND TucKER. 28, St. Swithin’s-lane, June 12.” 

Mr. Humphrey Brown was removed to the Queen’s Bench 
Prison on Saturday last, in default of having perfected bail for 
£8,000, the amount ordered to be given by him. The attor- 
neys for the prosecution have consented to accept eight sureties 
at £1,000 each, instead of four at £2,000 each, as originally 
ordered. Mr. Hugh Hill, Q.C., and Mr. Lush, have, we believe, 
been retained by Mr. Brown for his defence. 

REFUSAL OF CERTIFICATE TO A BANKRUPT BANKER.—At 
the Bristol Bankruptcy Court, on the 15th instant, a certificate 
was refused to George Worrall Jones, banker, Crickhowell. In 
his judgment, his Honour (Mr. Commissioner Hill) observed 
that the Bankrupt Law was not meant to hold out its benefits 
to persons who systematically set at nought all the safeguards 
against ruin which honest traders had devised for their own 
protection and that of their creditors, and which now formed 
the established usages of commerce. In this case it was quite 
clear that the bankrupt had neglected these safeguards, and he 
must therefore now bear the consequences of the conduct he had 
pursued. His claim to a certificate was disallowed; but, in 
consideration of his advanced age, and that his services would 
be required in realising the estate, protection would be granted, 
liable to its discontinuance on its being shown to the Court that 
it was no longer deserved. The deficiency apparent on the 
bankrupt’s balance-sheet is little short of £40,000, and the 
dividend is not expected to be more than 1s. 6d. or 2s. in 
the pound.—Daily News. 

ALLEGED Forcery BY AN  ATTORNEY.—LIVERPOOL, 
Tuesday.—At the police court to-day, Mr. John Shattock, a 
solicitor, was brought before Mr. Mansfield, on remand, charged 
with having forged an acceptance of 36/. 10s. 6d. in the name 
of Messrs. Little and Murray. From the evidence it appeared 
that the accused was attorney to the prosecutors, and in the 
course of his professional occupations had on several occasions 
on their behalf to go to London and other places; that in May 
-last he signed the names of Little and Murray to the acceptance 
alleged, which was passed into the hands of a Mr. Cole at 
Bristol, where it was discovered to be a forgery. For the 
defence it was urged that permission had been given to the 
accused to attach the name of the firm to the acceptance, the 
expenses of the accused being larger than could be met by Mr. 
Little, then in London. ‘The counsel for the defence character- 
ised the prosecution as most cruel and oppressive, inasmuch as 
the bill had been met, and no person had suffered, and that 
the object of the promoters was quite vindictive. The payment 
of the money was admitted by the witnesses for the prosecution, 
but Mr. Mansfield could not do otherwise than commit Mr. 
Shattock for trial, and other charges were remanded for seven 
days.—Daily News. 

Roya British BAnK.—It will be in the recollection of the 
public that Mr. Apsley Pellatt, late M.P. for the borough of 
Southwark, was one of the original directors of the Royal 
British Bank. It appeared from his examination in the 
Bankruptcy Court that he was a party to some improper pro- 
ceedings in connection with the formation of the bank; but he 
left it in the year 1850, without taking anything from it, and 
without sharing in the plunder. We understand Mr. Pellatt’s 
case has been considered by the law officers of the Crown; and 
that, after a full consideration of all the circumstances, it has 
been determined not to make any charge against that gentle- 
man.—Times. 

Mr. Knowles is, it is said, about to resign the office of Attor- 
ney-General to the county Palatine of Lancaster, in consequence 
of his intention to retire from the Northern Circuit.—TZimes. 

Mr. Charles Wordsworth, Mr. Robert Lush, Mr. John Locke, 
M.P. (the City Pleader), of the Home Circuit, and Mr. Phipps, 
of the Northern Circuit, have been appointed her Majesty’s 
Counsel. 

Charles Cooper, Esq., Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
South Australia, was knighted on June 18. 

The Sub-sheriff of Tipperary has proclaimed James Sadleir, 








late of Clonacody, an outlaw. 
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Recent Decisions in Chancery, 


Succession Duties Acr—TENANT IN TAIL IN REMAINDER. 
Wilcox v. Smith, 5 W. R. 667. , 
In this case an important question was raised as to the con- 
struction of the 2yd section of this Act, and one which, if it 
had been decided against the Crown, would have materially 
affected the revenue arising from the succession duties. The Act 
came into operation in May, 1853, and the question raised in 
Wilcox vy. Smith was, whether the case of a remainderman, 
under a will executed prior to that date, but who did not 
become tenant in possession until a subsequent time, was 
within its provisions. Kindersley, V. C., held, after a very | 
elaborate argument upon the construction of the statute, that | 
the case was within the language of the 2nd section, and 
therefore decided in favour of the Crown. 





Leases AND Sates or Serriep Esrates Acr (19 & 20 
Vicr. c. 120)—Practice. 
Re Reedley’s Settled Estates, 5 W.R. 649; Re Hooper's Settled 
Estates, 1d. 670; Re Procter’s Settled Estates, 1d. 643. 
: Phe practice under the 37th and 38th sections of this Act 
iif’ continues unsettled, and we accordingly find a marked 
a ifference of procedure in different branches of the Court. The 
aster of the Rolls (see ante, 518) requires that the consent of 
a married woman, as provided by the 37th section—at all 
events, where she is the petitioner—should be first taken before 
a petition under the Act is presented. In Ze Reedley’s Settled 
Estates, Kindersley, V.C., appears to have adopted the same 
view. Stuart, V. C., however, in several instances, has made 
orders on petitions under the Act, where the consent of the 
married woman had not been obtained previously to the hear- 
ing. His Honour considers that the practice at the Rolls 
ought not to be followed, inasmuch as it requires a consent to 
be taken in a matter not before the Court. In Re Hooper's 
Settled Estates, Wood, V.C., adopted a middle course, by sug- 
gesting that the examination of the married woman should be 
made after the presentation, and before the hearing, of the 
petition, which appears to us to be a convenient and reasonable 
construction of the Act. In Re Procter’s Settled Estates, Stuart, 
V.C., after conferring with the Master of the Rolls and the 
other Vice-Chancellors, ordered that the leases, which it was 
the object of the petition to enable trustees to grant, should be 
settled at chambers, without the intervention of any of the 
conveyancing counsel of the Court, unless it were found at 
chambers to be necessary or desirable to have such assistance. 
Exrecuror—WiLrut Derautt—PLEADING. 
Sleight v. Lawson, 5 W. R. 589. 

In this suit, which was for administration of the estate of a 
testator who resided in Jamaica, the bill charged that the per- 
sonal estate was of a certain large amount, as appeared by an 
inventory made by two of the executors, and that, when realised, 
the amount produced was more than sufficient for, but that the 
whole amount was not applied in, the payment of the testator’s 
debts and funeral and testamentary expenses ; and further, that, 
if the particulars mentioned in the inventory had not been 
realised by the executors, they had been guilty of wilful neglect 
or default. The prayer was for an account of the personal 
estate received by the executors, or which, but for their wilful 
neglect or default, might have been received, and of the applica- 
tion thereof. There was no allegation in the bill as to any 
particular instance of wilful default, and Wood, V. C., therefore 
refused an inquiry as to wilful default. ‘In this case,” said his 
Honour, “there was a general charge in the bill that the de- 
fendants had received assets, and that, if they had not received 
them, then that the defendants were guilty of wilful default— 
not calling their attention to any one particular item. Some 
particular item, such as ‘slaves’ or ‘sugar,’ ought to have 
been pointed out upon which to ground the inquiry, and the 
attention of the defendants called to it. At the same time, it 
was not necessary that the plaintiff should actually establish 
wilful default at the hearing, or else have his bill dismissed.” 
This decision proceeds on the principle that the bill is distinct 
notice to the defendants of the case which they are called upon 
to meet, so that they may be able to shape their defence ac- 
cordingly. The same principle finds frequent illustrations in 
the reported cases, especially where the bill charges fraud, 
breach of trust, or wilful default. In such cases vague general 
allegations are most likely to be made, and would be un- 
just towards the defendants, if, upon such allegations, courts of 
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as the plaintiff might manage to get up before the hearing of 
the cause. In suits where wilful default is charged against 
executors, Lord E/don laid down the rule in terms similar to 
those in which V. C. Wood stated it in the present case—* You 
must not only allege a case for such an inquiry, and must pray 
for it, but you must prove at least one act of wilful default.” 
The rule thus stated was generally followed under the old prac- 
tice; though, since the Chancery Amendment Act, and the con- 
sequent Orders, a diposition to modify it has sometimes been 
evinced by the Court (see Mirehouse v. Herbert, ante, 498). 
Commenting on Lord Eldon’s rule, Knight Bruce, L. J., in 
Coope v. Carter (2 De G. Mac. & Gor. 292) remarked that a 
case of wilful default might be alleged, and a prayer founded gn it; 
but the circumstances appearing by admission or proof might only 
raise a case of suspicion in the mind of the Court as to whether or 
not an act of wilful default had been committed; and in such a 
case his Lordship thought that he ought to direct an inquiry, 
not directly as to wilful default, but upon the results of which 
he might ground a new order, and at a future stage direct an 
inquiry as to wilful default. Coope v. Carter, however, is some- 
times cited as an authority, that, on further directions, it is not 
proper to direct such an inquiry; a proposition expressly laid 
down in two cases decided by Lord Langdale. In Garlandv. Little- 
wood (1 Beay. 527) the bill specifically alleged wilful default, but 
at the hearing only the common accounts were directed. On 
the cause coming on for further directions, it appeared from the 
Master’s report that the executors had made wilful default ; and 
yet Lord Langdale held that no inquiry on the subject could 
then be directed. In Green v. Badley (7 Beay. 274) the bill 
alleged specific breaches of trust and wilful default against 
trustees and executors; but, at the hearing, the common accounts 
only were directed: and there also Lord Langdale would not, 
upon further directions, direct inquiries with the object of sub- 
stantiating the charges as to the breaches of trust. The same 
reason exists for refusing such inquiries on further directions 
where the pleadings would have warranted them at the hearing, 
as for refusing them at the hearing where the pleadings do not 
specifically raise the question of wilful default. If no specific 
default is alleged, the defendant is not called upon to go into 
evidence to rebut general allegations, and he, therefore, is en- 
titled at the hearing to resist any relief prayed on the ground 
of such general allegations; and so, when a decree is made for 
a common account, the defendant acts upon the footing of such 
decree; and it has been considered to be improper to allow the 
plaintiff, while the defendant was performing his duty under 
the decree of the Court, to go on making up against the de- 
fendant a new case, for the purpose of obtaining substantially 
a new decree when the cause came on for further directions. 
V. C. Wood’s decision in Sleight v. Lawson tends to remove 
any doubt that might have been thrown upon the rule as stated 
by Lord Eldon, on account of the remarks of Knight Bruce, 
L. J., in Coope v. Carter; though it certainly appears to be at 
variance with the views entertained by V. C. Stuart, as to the 
effect of the Chancery Amendment Act and the New Orders on 
the practice of the Court, as stated by Lord Eldon. In AMire- 
house v. Herbert, his Honour seemed to entertain no doubt, that, 
though a decree had been made at the hearing for a common 
account only, yet the judge in Chambers might so shape his 
order as to meet the case of wilful default. 


- —_——}> ee 
Cases at Conmman Law specially Enteresting to 
Attorneys. 





MAsTerR AND SERVANT—CONVICTION UNDER 4 Gro. 4, 
c. 84, 8. 8. 
Re Baker, 5 W. R., Q. B., 623; Exch. 661. 

In this case an application was, in the first instance, made 
to the Queen’s Bench for an habeas corpus under the fol- 
lowing circumstances :—Baker had been in the service of cer- 
tain potters, and whilst the contract of service (which was not 
in writing) was still in force, gave notice to his masters that he 
should leave; and did leave accordingly. Upon this he was 
charged before the magistrates, under 4 Geo. 4, c. 34, s. 3, 
which gives power to a magistrate, on its being made to appear 
to him that a potter (or other servant of the same kind) has not 
fulfilled his contract of service, to commit him to prison with 
hard labour for any period not exceeding three months, and 
to abate a proportionable part of his wages for such period, or, w# 
lieu thereof, to punish the offender by abating his wages or dis- 
charging him from the service. The magistrate found Baker 
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mentioned, and sent him to prison for one month. Upon his dis- 
charge, the original period of servicé being still unexpired, he 
refused to réturn to his master, but hired himself to another 
person in the same trade.. For this offence he was again con- 
victed and remitted to gaol for another month. It was now 
contended on his behalf, that, never having returned to his 
master’s service after the first conviction, no fresh offence had 
been committed under the Act by his refusing to return, and 
hiring himself elsewhere. It was, in fact, one continued 
absence, for which he had been already punished, and, there- 
fore, the case was not within the jurisdiction of the magistrates. 
The conviction was also impugned because of some defects in 
its form, which were not entertained by the Court ; and as to the 
main question, they supported the conviction, and refused the 
habeas corpus prayed for, because they thought, that, when the 
prisoner was liberated after his first imprisonment, and did not 
return, there was a fresh offence under the statute; for the pri- 
soner then absented himself unlawfully ; he committed a new 
offence; as he was still liable to serve, and did not return to his 
service. Accordingly the habeas was refused. 

The writ, however, was afterwards issued out of the Court of 
Exchequer, and Baker was brought up accordingly before that 
Court, together with a return setting forth his conviction. In 
support of a motion for his discharge, the sii 5: vunds were 
urged in his behalf as on the previous application to the Queen’s 
Bench. But the counsel in support of the conviction argued for 
its validity on a ground on which it was ultimately quashed. 
He drew the attention of the Court to the power given to the 
magistrate to abate, &c., the wages of the offender during the 
period of his imprisonment, and he inferred from this that it was 
meant that during and after such period the contract of service 
should remain in force. Pollock, C. B., however (with Barons 
Bramwell and Martin), thought that the insertion of this power 
made it imperative on the magistrate to adjudicate as to the 
question of abatement, and that his having failed to do so on 
this occasion vitiated his conviction. The Chief Baron, how- 
ever, went much farther, and stated his opinion to be, that it 
was not the intention of the Legislature in the provision in 
question that a workman should be sent to prison more than 
once for not fulfilling his contract; and he added, that he 
thought it better to express his opinion as to this, as a Bill was 
in preparation for the amendment of the enactment. “It 
appears to me,” said his Lordship, “to be contrary to the English 
law, and at variance with the principles according to which that 
law is administered, that a man should be punished over and 
over again for a matter which would admit of only one compen- 
sation by suit. And I also think that this mode of enforcing 
labour is about as bad as possibly could be devised. The tread- 
mill is, in my opinion, a very improper instrument for enforcing 
the labour of the people of England, from day to day, and from 
month to month.” The only dissentient in this Court to the 
discharge of the prisoner was Mr. Baron Watson, who disposed 
of the point taken by the other Barons by considering 
the conviction might be supported under an_ earlier 
statute on the subject (6 Geo. 3, c. 25), still unrepealed; that 
that Act providing for imprisonment only, without saying 
anything about wages. The prisoner was discharged from cus- 
sad in accordance with the view taken by the majority of the 

ourt. 


ArroRNEY—PRINCIPLE OF HIS REMUNERATION—TAXATION 
or Costs. 


Ex parte Marshall (Re Wooler), 5 W. R., Q. B., 652. 


This was an application for the review of the taxation of 
costs, made by the Master of the Crown office, in the late 
prosecution of Mr. J. S. Wooler for poisoning his wife. And the 
case is important, because it elicited from Lord Campbell a strong 
and satisfactory expression of his well-known opinion as to the 
principle on which an attorney’s remuneration should be regu- 
lated—viz. in proportion to the skill and labour he has bestowed. 
The question came before the Court upon a rule calling on 
Wooler to show cause why the taxation should not be reviewed 
—such taxation having been made on a different calculation— 
viz. by the length of the documents charged for, and by that 
alone. It appeared that Wooler, on being apprehended on the 
above charge, had retained Mr. Marshall (an attorney at 
Durham) to defend him ; and, for the purposes of the defence, 
it became necessary to prepare an analysis of the evidence of 
the prosecution, showing its inaccuracies and inconsistencies. 
This task was accordingly undettaken by Mr. Ford (one of the 
firm of the London agents of Mr. Marshall), and was accom- 
plished by him aftér a week’s hard labour. Wher finished, it 
extended to more than 600 folios, and materially servéd the 





purposes of the defence. The bill of costs delivered to Mr. 
Wooler contained an item of 31/. 18s. for drawing the above 
analysis, caleulated at the rate of one shilling a folio; but 
the Master would allow only 4d. a folio, and consequently 
taxed off about £21. Some correspondence on the subject took 
place between the parties; and an application was made at 
Chambers for a review of the taxation; which was refused by 
Mr. Justice Erle, because he thought the Court ought to say 
whether an attorney who brings great skill to bear upon his 
client’s case is to be remunerated as if it were a common item. 
Ultimately, the attorney for Wooler gave notice that he intended 
to apply to the Court for a review, but in the meantime demanded 
and accepted the payment of the sum for which the Master had 
given his allocatur. As the event turned out, this was a most inju- 
dicious step ; for though it was urged in support of the applica- 
tion for a review, that the money found due by the allocatur 
had been received ‘“ without prejudice,” the Court held, that, the 
money having been paid, the matter could not now again be 
opened up. Lord Campbell, however, said—‘ I regret that we 
must discharge this rule; because I think an attorney ought not 
always to be paid according to folios, but that he should be 
remunerated according to his skill and labour bestowed-upon 


the case.” The rule was discharged without costs. 7 


Coroner’s REMUNERATION—INQUEST ‘‘ DULY TAKEN,” = - 
oT] - 


ING OF—SUPERINTENDENCE OF JUSTICES. ,. . ,+ 
Reg. v. Justices of Gloucester, 5 W. R., Q. B., 655..- 


This was an application by the coroner of the courity of 
Gloucester to be allowed his fees for holding two inquests—one 
on the body of a woman found dead in her house; the other on 
the body of a child scalded to death. It appears that the per- 
sonal remuneration of coroners depends upon 25 Geo. 2, c. 29, 
by which the fee of 20s. is directed to be paid to him when 
an inquisition is “duly taken;” and upon 7 W. 4 & 1 Vict. 
c. 68, by which he is to be paid a further sum of 6s. 8d. “ for 
every inquest holden by him on the justices passing his accounts 
as correct, over and above any sums he may have expended.” 
There is also the case of Reg. v. Justices of Kent (11 East, 
229), which decides that (with respect to the fee payable under 
the statute of Geo. 2) the justices are the proper persons to 
decide whether or no the inquest is “ duly taken” in any par- 
ticular instance. In that case the magistrates had disallowed 
the fee, because it appeared that the inquisition had been taken in 
respect of the death of a man who died suddenly, but (as the jury 
returned) by the visitation of God; and this, though the coroner 
had been called on by respectable inhabitants of the place to 
execute his office before he interfered. But Lord Ellenborough 
said, that there were many instances of coroners having o 
truded themselves into private families, to their great annoyance 
and discomfort, without any pretence of the deceased having 
died otherwise than a natural death (which was highly illegal); 
and that the justices were the persons to judge whether in any 
particular instance the inquisition had been duly taken; and that, 
there being no ground to suppose they had exercised their judg- 
ment as to the inquest in question with any undue bias, the 
Court would not interfere with their decision. And this ruling 
was afterwards (and since the passing of 7 W. 4 & 1 Vict. 
c. 68) reconsidered and upheld by the Court in the case of The 
Queen v. Justices of Carmarthenshire (10 Q. B. 796), in which 
Lord Denman delivered an elaborate judgment, the effect of 
which was to throw upon the justices the duty of deciding 
in every instance whether the coroner was entitled either to his 
fee of £1 under 25 Geo. 2, c. 29, or to his additional fee of 
6s. 8d. under 7 W. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 68. But according to this 
judgment the repayment to him of sums he has paid to wit- 
nesses, experts, and others is not dependent upon the inquest 
being “duly taken”—i. e. taken not merely according to due 
form of law, but wnder such circumstances as made it proper that 
it should be taken. The concluding observations of Lord Denman 
are well worth attention—“ All temptations to hold inquests 
unnecessarily are removed by making the coroner’s own remu- 
neration depend on the decision of the justices, formed on an 
examination of all the cireumstances. But those who obey his 
authority, as they must do, in giving their attendance, aiid 
taking part in any inquest, have their remuneration cértain ; 
while, if he errs through inconsideration or officiousness, he is 
hot punished to such an extent as might tend to make him im- 
properly slow in the execution of his office, which might be the 
case if he held every inquest at the peril, not merely of losing 
his own time and labour, but, being saddled with all the éx- 
penses of the inquiry.” 

In the present case the justices disallowed the feés of £1 and 
6s. 8d. on both of the above inquests, tonsidéring them not to 
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have been duly taken. And the Court of Queen’s Bench—ad- 
hering to their own previous view, as shown in the two cases 
we have mentioned, as to the justices, and the justices alone, 
being the persons to decide whether the inquisition had been 
duly ,taken within the meaning of the Act—refused the rule as 
to the fee of £1, but they allowed it as to the 6s. 8d. It does 
not appear from the report what was the ground of the distinc- 
tion thus made; but from the arguments and dicta in the 
previous case of The Queen vy. Justices of Carmarthenshire, 
it may. be collected, that their reason was that the words in the 
statute. 7-W. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 67, are not on “every inquest 
duly taken,” but on “ every inquest held.” 

It sééms to us that the judgment of Lord Denman, sub- 
stantially adopted by the Court in the case under notice, leaves 
this matter (doubtless a very important one) upon a satisfactory 
footing enough. It is very necessary that no obstructions of a 
vexatious: kind should be opposed to the performance of the 
coroner’s duty. But it is scarcely less so that the privacy and 
grief of families should not be obtruded upon unless in cases 
where the interests of society require the sacrifice. There can- 
not perhaps -be a better safeguard than the confiding the 
question as to the coroner's personal remuneration to the justices 
at sessions. We think, however, that they should have discretion 
both as to thé fee allowed by 25 Geo. 2, c. 29, and the additional 
bonus authorised by 7 W. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 67. But, as we understand 
the report of the above case, their discretion would seem to be 
confined to the fee payable under the former statute. 


a ae 
Professional Entelligence, 


METROPOLITAN AND ProyrinctAL LAw ASsOcIATION. 


A meeting of the managing committee was held on the 10th 
inst. The Secretary read his letter to the editor of the Law 
Times, accepting the Editor's offer to submit the question pend- 
ing between him and the association to a committee of investi- 
gation, and’ specifying the allegations which the committee 
understood to be made against them, and requesting to be 
informed if any were omitted. 

The Secretary reported that the letter had been sent on the 
21st of May, together with a statement of the proceedings at 
the last meeting of the managing committee; that, in the Law 
Times of the 23rd May, the statement of the proceedings had 
been published, except the 2nd, 3rd, 4th, and 6th sentences, 
which had been suppressed; but that the letter had not been 
published, nor had the Secretary received any answer to, or 
acknowledgment of, it. 

A paragraph in the Law Times of the 30th May was read 
referring to the letter, and misrepresenting its purport, stating 
that the Editor had not had time to reply specifically, and ex- 
pressing a hope that he would have leisure to do so in the fol- 
lowing week. 

An article in the Law Times of the 6th June was read, 
commenting upon the letter, which was again misrepresented, 
repeating, in a varied form, the charge against the managing 
committee, and demanding a specific reply to such charge; 
also offering to discuss the details of the evidence by which the 
Editor was prepared to support the charge in the columns of 
the Law Times, and afterwards to go to arbitration, before the 
committee of investigation, upon such facts as were disputed, 
and upon the general question as to the truth or falsehood of 
the charge. 

It was, therefore, resolved that a letter be written by the 
Secretary to the Editor of the Law Times, expressing the opinion 
of the managing committee, that the former letter of the Secre- 
tary had been misrepresented, and that if, instead of misrepre- 
senting it, the Editor had permitted his readers to judge of it 
for themselves, by giving to it, as the committee had requested, 
the same publicity that was given to the challenge of which it 
was intended to be a public acceptance, he would, in the opinion 
of the committee, and, as they thought, of the public also, have 
acted more in accordance with the principles of justice and fair 
dealing ; and insisting that the former letter of the Secretary 
was a direct acceptance of the Editor’s proposal in its entirety ; 
and concluding by repeating the request that the Editor would 
nominate the two members of the society whom he desired to 
place upon the committee of investigation, and that he would 
give to both the letters the same publicity that he had given to 
his charges against the managing committee. 

A draft circular to the members of the society upon the re- 


inquire into the subject of Registration of Titles was read, and 
referred to a sub-committee. 

Letters were read from the Incorporated Law Society and 
Mr. Moss (Hull), in reference to costs in criminal prosecutions ; 
also a letter from the Liverpool Law Society, communicating a 
resolution of the society that it would be highly desirable for 
the society to give their support and concurrence to the Metro- 
politan and Provincial Law Association in any steps that might 
be adopted for securing a uniform and liberal scale of costs. 

A draft circular, addressed to the Provincial Law Societies, 
requesting further information with a view to enable the com- 
mittee to prepare the general scale, and particularly for copies 
of bills of costs in ordinary cases, as taxed and allowed at the 
different assizes and sessions, was read and settled for cir- 
culation. 

A communication from the Liverpool Law Society was read, 
in reply to the circular of the managing committee on the subject 
of bankruptcy administration, inclosing an extract from a paper 
prepared by the society for the Mercantile Law Conference, 
1857, and a copy of the answers of the society to the questions 
of the Bankruptcy Commissioners. The Secretary stated that 
these papers had been communicated to the Law Amendment 
Society. 

A draft circular to the committee and corresponding members, 
to accompany the annual report, was read, revised, and adopted. 

Mr. Charles Reynolds Williams, of 62, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
was unanimously elected a member of the committee. 

The following new members have been elected :— 


Mr. H. Abbot, Bristol. | Mr. C. Grevile, Bristol. 


» W. Brittan, ,, » G. Grevile, * 
» A. Brittan, ,, » 3. J.Leman, ,, 
», C. Bevan, ES » H.A.Palmer, ,, 


» J.D. Wadham, ,, 


” 


A. Cox, ee 
» H.Dupleix,61,Lincoln's-inn-fids. 
The name of Mr. John Ingram, of Brighton, was accidentally 
omitted from the list of new members sent with the last state- 
ment of the proceedings of the committee. 
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Correspondence, 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
EXcHEQUER.—HARRISON v. SANDES—ETIQUETTE OF THE BAR. 








In this case, the very strict rules enforced by the bar on 
circuit appeared to have given rise to great inconvenience, and 
some loss, to a suitor, without any default on his part. The 
suit was a proceeding on scire facias to revive a judgment, and 
the case was entered for trial at the Galway Spring Assizes. 
Unfortunately for the plaintiff, the junior brief had been de- 
livered by his attorney to a gentleman who was not regularly 
admitted a member of the circuit bar, but was only proposed 
for it—or, in technical language, was a probationer. In the 
accidental absence from Court of this gentleman, the case was 
called on, and Fitzgibbon, Q.C., who was leader in the case, was 
commencing, in the absence of his junior, to open the pleadings, 
when counsel for the defendant objected to his doing so, on the 
ground that such was the exclusive privilege of the junior bar. 

‘itzgibbon thereupon requested another barrister to open the 
pleadings, pro formd, for the absent counsel; but, as the latter 
was not admitted a member of the circuit, no junior would con- 
sent to do so. The case was consequently struck out, and a bill 
of costs of the day, amounting to more than £50, had been 
furnished by defendant’s attorney. The application now was to 
set aside a rule that had been obtained to stay plaintiff’s pro- 
ceedings until the costs were paid. 

The Court ordered that the rule should be set aside, but with- 
out costs, on the ground that the case was prematurely struck 
out, having been so before the jury were sworn, and therefore 
before the time at which the services of plaintiff's junior counsel 
were actually required. The Lord Chief Baron observed, that 
the plaintiff might very well have opened the pleadings him- 
self, and that, in his opinion, the objection would more properly 
have come from some member of the bar who was not engaged 
for the defendant, so that his zeal for the interests of the bar 
might not have been mixed up with that for the interests of his 
client. 

CriminAu APPEAL CourT—INFORMATIONS GIVEN IN EVIDENCE 
AGAINST THE INFORMER. 
The Queen v. M‘Hugh. 


This case came before the Court under the following circum- 
stances :—Condy M‘Hugh was indicted, with several others, at 





cently published Report of the Commissioners appointed to 


the last assizes for the county Donegal, for unlawful confede 
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racy, under the statute rendering such confederacy illegal. The 
principal evidence against the prisoners was an approver of the 
name of M‘Glynn. The Crown proposed to give in evidence 
against M‘Hugh, as distinguished from the other prisoners, an 
information made by him when he was inclined to act as a 
witness for the Crown. For that purpose, the resident magis- 
trate of Glengis, county Donegal, was called, who stated that 
when the prisoner was in custody he made a voluntary state- 
mént to him, after being asked the offence with which he was 
charged. Shortly after, the prisoner again sent for Mr. Cruise, 
and stated that he would become a witness. His informations 
were accordingly written, and an oath administered by Mr. 
Cruise. The prisoner remained in gaol as a Crown witness. 
He subsequently refused to adhere to his information, and was 
then tried along with the other parties. It was argued on be- 
half of the prisoner, that the information should not be received 
as a confession, and therefore was not voluntary, and also it 
being under oath rendered it inadmissible. Baton Pennefather 
received the evidence, but reserved the point. The case was 
argued before the Court of Criminal Appeal on the point re- 
served—namely, whether under the circumstances, as above 
stated, the Judge properly received the information in evidence. 
The Chief Justice pronounced the judgment of the Court, to 
the effect that the information made by the prisoner ought not 
to have been received-in evidence against him. The trial was 
therefore illegal, and the prisoner should be discharged. 


Tue Courr or DELEGATES. 


A Court of Delegates is to the majority of our readers known 
only as a thing of the past. For a series of years the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council—a tribunal which, with all its 
defects, undeniably comprises a more brilliant array of judges 
than any other court—has been the Court of Appeal open to 
suitors dissatisfied with the decisions of the Arches. The “ De- 
legates” are best known to this generation through the humor- 
ous descriptions in “ David Copperfield,” and by means of old 
editions of “ Blackstone.” 


But Ireland is in many respects behindhand in the march of 
improvement; and in this among the number. ‘The appeal 
here lies from the very able judge of the Prerogative Court to 
an appellate tribunal, compounded of heterogeneous materials 
and open to a variety of objections. In ordinary cases, 
perhaps no sound objection can be urged against the nomina- 
tion of members of a Court of justice by the Crown. But in a 
case like that of Wilson, now daily undergoing discussion— 
Where a latge sum of money is involved, and where the Crown 
is one of the parties litigant—there is a manifest impropriety 
in the ultimate decision being left to a knot of persons’selected 
by the Crown. On the present occasion, this Court consists 
of two venerable common law judges and two advocates. 
The latter are undoubtedly men of standing in their profes- 
sion; but we cannot forget that one of them has just been 
electioneering on behalf of Government candidates ; and that 
the other has recently been advanced to a well-paid and not 
over-worked office undef the Crown. It would, we think, be 
more becoming were other hands charged with the task of judg- 
ing in, Re Wilson, between the Crown and the subject. Another 
ground of objection is, that the offices of advocate and judge 
are incompatible; and more especially where the same advo- 
cates and proctors practise in both courts; and the judge of 
to-day appears as a holder of briefs to-morrow 

In taking a cursory view of the Court of Delegates, we were 
struck not only by the anomalous position of these advocate- 
Judges thus appointed by the Crown, pro hdc vice, to determine 
whether the Crown be or be not entitled to a vast amount of 
Property, but also by another fact which appeared to us quite 
Inconsistent with the proper constitution of a Court of justice. 
The office of Registrar of the Delegates Court is filled by Mr. 
H., second partuer in the firm of T., H., & O., proctors; and it 
80 happens that the proctors for one of the litigant parties in this 
great suit are the aforesaid firm of Messrs. T., H.,&0O. For the 
sake of appearances, the name of Mr. H. may very probably be 
omitted from the proceedings ; but this circumstance (if such be 
the case) cannot really lessen the impropriety of any partner- 
ship whatever existing between the officer of a court anda prac- 
titioner in that court. That both the officials and the prac- 
titioners ate upright and honourable men we have no doubt 
whatever ; but the administration of justice should be above 
Suspicion ; and we think that it ought to be impossible for judges 
to receive briefs from proctors, as well as for proctors and regis- 
trars to share the profits of any business transacted either in 
the appellate or in the inferior court. 





EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 

In the last number of the Journal, we gave a short sketch of 
the procedure necessary to be adopted in Scotland to obtain a 
divorce, on the ground of adultery. We now propose to make 
some remarks on the practical working of the system, and to 
point out in what respects it appears to be worthy of imitation, 
and in what respects we think it defective, and capable of 
improvement. 

In the first place, a system of procedure, to be a goed one, 
must be cheap, so as to be within the reach of every elass of 
the community. The expense of carrying through a Suit to a 

ful ter tion must, of course, vary with the ‘circum- 
stances of each individual case; and all that can be required of 
any system is, that it does not create unnecessary expense. 
The Scotch system is not open to objection on this head. A 
poor man, if he has a “probabilis causa litigandt” (which is judged 
of by certain legal gentlemen appointed for that purpose), is 
entitled to sue in forma pauperis, or, in other words,"is placed 
on the Poor’s Roll of the Court of Session. . He is then 
entitled to have the gratuitous assistance of certain ‘counsel 
and agents, appointed annually by their respective bodies to 
attend to the cases of the poor. He is excused from paying 
the fees of court. The sheriffs who take the proof.are paid by 
Government; so that the only expense for whieh he ‘has to 
provide is that of bringing up his witnesses for examination, 
and which would seem to be a necessary expense under any 
system. We can, therefore, truly say that the doors of justice 
are open to the poorest; and it is by no means uncommon to 
find parties suing in forma pauperis. Indeed, the poorer classes 
more frequently take advantage of the facilities which the law 
affords for obtaining a divorce than their richer neighbours; 
probably because they care less for the exposure, which, to a 
greater or less extent, necessarily follows in such cases. 

The Scotch system of procedure seems also very well to 





‘fulfil another requisite of a good system—namely, in the 


precautions which it takes to exclude collusion between the 
parties. The oath of calumny, of which we gave the form in 
our last communication, is administered to the plaintiff by a 
Judge of the Supreme Court. After which he carefully examines, 
first, the pleadings, and then the proof, in order to satisfy him- 
self that the case is relevant, and clearly made out. 

So far, therefore, the Scotch system of procedure would 
appear to fulfil the ends for which it was designed ; but it 
appears to us to be open to the serious objection that the wit- 
nessés are not examined, nor the evidence led in presence of the 
Judge who is to decide the case. The mode at present adopted, 
of taking the proof by commission, and reporting it in writing 
to the Judge, was in force, until recently, in all cases in Scot- 
land, ttial by jury being of very modern introduction ; and it 
has, no doubt, been continued in this particular class of eases 
from an idea that the details of such cases were not fit for 
discussion in open court. This may be to some extent true, 
and may be an evil; but it appears to be an insignificant oiie 
compared with miscarriage of justice, which we are quite satisfled 
must, in many cases, take place when the Judge ot jury have 
not an opportunity of seeing the demeanour of the witnesses 
when under examination. But the evil might be easily avoided 
by adopting the course followed in trials for rape in the criminal 
court; that is, by trying the case with closed doors, no ore 
being permitted to be present but those engaged in the cae 
ex officio, and members of the bar. For ourselves, we shou d 
much prefer having the case tried by a jury in open court; but 
in this we are well aware that we do not speak the opinions of 
the majority of (more especially the older) lawyers in Scotland, 
with whom trial by jury in civil cases has always been un- 
popular to a degree which no English lawyer can understand. 

Out of this form of taking proof, other evils of a seriovs 
nature arise, from which the system in England will not suffe:, 
since it appears to be taken for granted there that the proy er 
way of trying questions of divorce is before a jury. It is a 
part of our practice, that, when the action is at the instance «f 
the husband, he is bound to furnish his wife with funds to 
enable her to conduct her defence; and the Judge, from time to 
time during the progress of the case, orders such sums to be paid 
as he may consider necessary for that purpose. The reason for 
this of course is, that, during the subsistence of the marriage, 
the husband has, by law, the entire control and disposal of the 
common funds; and it is but fair, and indeed necessary, for the 
ends of justice that the wife should obtain a part of them, in 
order that she may be put in a position to establish her inno- 
cence, which otherwise she might be unable to do. As may be 
supposed, where the husband has to pay for both sides, there 
are numbers of practitioners ready and willitg to undertake the 
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defence of the wife whether initocent or guilty, and such cases 
accordingly not unfrequently fall into the hands of counsel and 
agents, who, to siy the least of them, are no honour to the pro- 
fession. It is of ‘course their interest to create as much delay 
and expeise as possible. «There is no sufficient power in the 
sheriffs to compel the parties to léad. their proof continuously, 
or to dispose of questions of law arising. upon the proof; or if 
it exists, it is not exercised; becanse; as an appeal lies to the 
supreme Judge, the sheriff, acting as a mere commissioner, feels 
naturally reluctant to-interfere in the conduct of the case, or to 
undertake responsibility to any further extent than is absolutely 
necessary. The consequence is, that: the witnesses are brought 
up on diet after diet, and the examinations are conducted at a 
length, and witha degree of irrelevancy, which would not be 
ventured upon before a J udge in open court, . All this would be 
put a stop to by-a.trial in open court bef®re a Judge, either with 
or without a jury, and the intolerable evils of the present system 
would be got rid of. There are some minor evils in-the course 
of procedure which might be corrected *if' any changes were 
made in the law of divorce, but those above mentioned are the 
gravest. 

Before leaving the subject of divorce, there is one point in it 
which has given rise to a great deal of discussion in ne House 
of Lords, which, therefore, it may be well to notice? and. that 
is, whether or not the divorced party should be - “permitted to 
marry the person with whom the adultery has been committed. 
The law of Scotland on this point is somewhat peculiar. An 
old Scotch Act, 1600, c. 20, with the usual brevity for which 
all our old Acts are distinguished, runs in these ‘words :—“ Our 
Soveraigne Lord, with advyce of the estaites of this present 
Parliament, deemes all marriages to be contracted hereafter by 
any persons devorced for their owne cryme and Y@tt of adulterie 
from their lawfull spouses, with the persons ;with*whom they 


are declared by sentence of the ordinar Judge to have committed - 


the said cryme and fact of adulterie, tq be in all time coming 
null and unlawfull in. themselves, and the “succession to be 
gotten by sik unlawfull conjunctions to be unhabile to succeed 
as heires to their said parents.” There is no other Act pro- 
hibiting such’ marriages; but it will be observed, that, by this 
Act, itis only marriages “ with the persons with whom they are 
declared by sentence of the ordinar judge” to have committed 
adultery that are declared to be null; and accordingly the sen- 
tence pronounced in these cases (the ordinary form of which 
was previously given) does usually specify the name of the per- 
son with whom the adultery was committed. But this is not 
necessary—the judgment is perfectly good without it, and it is 
omitted when the parties desire it, and there is then no bar to 
the marriage of the parties. We have never heard, and are not 
aware, that the morals of the community have suffered from this 
laxity of practice. 

We shall be happy if the slight sketch which we have given 
of the law and practice in divorce cases in Scotland shall have 
furnished any hints which may be of use in the consideration 
of the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Bill, or which may in- 
duce some public-spirited man to undertake the reform of our 
own law on the subject. 





SAVINGS BANKS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JournaL & REPORTER. 


Sir,—I will now endeavour to show that there is no reason 
why the national funds should suffer from loss or damage which 
may occur to savings banks, either through fraud, or by varia- 
tions in the price of funds; and I will point out a mode in 
which indemnity against all such charges may be found. 

The legal establishment of savings banks dates from the year 
1817 (57 Geo. 3, c. 130). The Acts of that and the following 
year were intended to encourage and support the establishment 
of savings banks, then new and little known in this country. 
The Act of 1828 (9 Geo. 4, c. 92) repealed the former Acts, 
made further enactments, and more particular and exact regula- 
tions. The Act of 1833 (38 Will. 4, c. 14) enabled savings 
banks to grant annuities. The important Act of 1844 (7 & 8 
Vict. c. 83) made various amendments inthe previous law. It 
reduced the rate of interest allowed by Government to 3/. 5s. 
per cent. per annum, and fixed the maximum rate to-be paid to 
depositors at 3/. 0s. 10d. per cent. per annum, or 2d. per day on 
£100, leaving to trustees and managers power, with the appro- 
bation of the National Debt Commissioners, to make pay- 
ments to depositors at a lower rate; which power is generally, 
but not in all cases, acted upon, the object being, that the 
difference between 5/. 5s. per cent. paid by Government and the 





rate paid to depositors be equal to the expenses of management, 
which vary in different banks. 


Under these rules of management a growing charge on the 
Consolidated Fund accumulates. The Government undertakes 
to repay, when demanded, the full amount deposited. The 
Government, or their agents, the National Debt Commissioners, 
buy stock in the public funds when deposits accumulate, and 
sell when demand for payment occurs. And it has been found 
that the occasion for buying operates when the price of funds 
is high, and for’selling when the price is low. To the loss 
arising from ‘difference in price must be added the broker’s 
charge for buying and selling. In the early years of savings 
banks it was the national policy to make those establishments 
favourably known to the people at large by paying liberal 
interest, and by liberally bearing the risk of buying and 
selling stock, but it probably was not foreseen how mre an 
amount of charge would accumulate thereby, 


Savings banks, with entire Government security, do not now 
require any such extraordinary support; and I intend to’show 
that depositors are. fairly entitled only to such interest as is paid 
by Government on Exchequer Bills, deducting therefrom charges 
of management, and loss by fraud or otherwise. 

It surely is sufficient advantage to depositors: if Government 
undertakes the management of their money without any charge, 
except, so to say, costs out of pocket, and pays interest to them 
at the same rate as to other parties who advance their money to 
the State. 


That the Consolidated Fund, derived from taxes paid by all 
men according to their degree, should continue charged with the 
burden, which is, in fact, a bonus upon savings bank deposits, 
admits no other defence than has in past times been used -to 
justify similar payments as a bonus upon the cultivation or ex- 
portation of certain articles. The rate of interest . paid ‘on 
Exchequer Bills is a safe guide—it is liable to variation from 
time to time, and the charges and losses incurred by manage- 
ment of savings banks vary ; therefore the rate of interest paid 
to depositors should also vary. The annual accounts of savings 
banks terminate on the 20th of November. The National Debt 
Commissioners should have power, under the Act of Parliament, 
with the concurrence of the Lords of the Treasury, to take ac- 
count of the charges and losses incurred during the past year, 
and as soon as convenient, say in the month of January follow- 
ing, fix and make known the rate of interest to be paid for the 
then current year, such rate to be the same as is payable on 
Exchequer Bills, less a deduction sufficient to make good, as 
nearly as can be ascertained, the charges and losses sustained in 
the previous year. And in case it should subsequently appear 
that the amount of the said charges and losses has been taken 
too high or too low, power should be given to vary the rate 
to be fixed in any succeeding year accordingly. | 


If any mode can be suggested by which the amount of 
charge and loss can be correctly settled and. deducted from 
interest during the current year, it will be preferable, because 
more exact, The deduction is not likely to be felt keenly by 
depositors. The deposits of about four-fifths of the whole 
number of depositors in savings banks are from under one 
pound up to fifty pounds. The average of these deposits is 
probably under fifteen pounds. Suppose the average to be 
twenty pounds, a deduction from interest, at the rate of five 
shillings per cent. per annum, would be a charge on each such 
deposit of one shilling in the year, which, added to the present 
usual deduction for ‘Management, would probably be found to 
amount to more than sufficient to pay all charges and losses. 


Depositors whose deposits do not exceed fifty pounds form 
the class to whom savings banks are especially valuable, and 
for whose benefit, as appears by the language of the Legisla- 
ture, their establishment was chiefly intended. * The essential 
requirements of such depositors are Government security for 
their small savings, and prompt repayment when required. The 
question, whether the interest allowed in twelve months ona 
deposit of twenty pounds be twelve shillings or eleven shillings, 
is comparatively of less importance. 


As it is clear that payment of the additional one shilling 
will, in the aggregate, form a heavy burden on the Consolidated 
Fund, the charge cannot be borne by Government without in- 
flicting injury and injustice on the payers of taxes; and I have 
pointed out a mode in which*I think indemnity against such 
charge may fairly be found. 

I an, Sir, 


Your most obedient servant, P. 
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Rebicto. 


The Lives of the Chief Justices of England, from the Norman 
Conquest till the death of Lord Tenterden. By Joun Lord 
CAMPBELL. In 3 vols. Vol. 3. Murray. 1857. 


The third volume of Lord Campbell’s “ Lives of the Chief 
Justices” concludes the second of the very. remarkable works 
which he has lived to finish. We are, upon the whole, inclined 





to think that it is the most successful of his efforts. Two. 


of the three Judges whose lives it. contains were the author's 
contemporaries, and one of them was his intimate friend. He 
is, therefore, enabled to invest his book with a degree of. reality 
and vividness which adds much to its interest. In writing of 
men whom he knew, and of times that he remembers, Lord 
Campbell is saved from the literary sins which most easily beset 


him, and has an opportunity of exercising the gift of vivid and, 


vigorous perception of the picturesque side of a character which 


jokes. “He gives us three vigorous portraits of men, each of 
whom represented one phase of the English judicial character ; 
and, as law is an: art as well as a science, our readers, we. hope, 
will thank us for attempting shortly to reproduce their most 
striking features. . 
Lord Kenyon was a very clever, very vulgar, and very 
narrow-minded’ man, of whom it is hardly too much to say, 
that, by the help of a bad education and an utter absence of 
originality and imagination, he acquired a peerage and 
£250,000. He was born in North Wales, in 1732, and at the 
age of fourteen was transferred from school to the office of an 
attorney at’Nantwich, where he remained till the death of his 
elder brother made him heir-apparent to his father’s small pro- 
perty, and-induced him to try his fortune at the bar. He got 
into considerable business by acting as “devil,” first to Dun- 
ning, and afterwards to Lord Thurlow, who, in due time, re- 
warded him by the Chief Justiceship of Chester, a seat in 
Parliament for the- borough of Hindon, and the Mastership of 
the Rolls. His career in this prominent position was far from 
being a brilliant one. He broke down miserably in the defence 
of Lord George Gordon for high treason, in which he was 
associated with Erskine, and his highest achievement in con- 
nection with Parliament was, that, in order to be able to vote as 
an “inhabitant” at the great Westminster election, in 1784, he 
slept for several nights in the stables of the Rolls, which were 
within the liberties. His services; however, such as they were, 
were splendidly acknowledged, for he received a sort of pro- 
mise, that, upon ‘Lord Mansfield’s retirement, he should be his 
successor. The great- Chief Justice no sooner heard this than 
he shut himself. up at Caen Wood for two years, steadily 
refusing to resign, until he received a hint that Parliament 
would be applied to if he continued to allow his contempt for 
his successor to.interfere with the discharge of the duties of his 
office. When elevated to the rank of Chief Justice of Eng- 
land, and a peer: of the realm, Lord Kenyon seems to have 
distinguished himself as one of the narrowest, most timid, and 
most ignorant of the narrow, timid, and ignorant persons 
whose prejudices and follies were for a time made almost 
venerable by the panic against the French Revolution. ‘“ He 
never brought forward any Bill for the improvement of the 
law, nor did he attend to.the judicial business of the House of 
Lords ;” and he opposed, in the most puerile way, every liberal 
Measure brought before the House by others. Even in the 
Court of King’s Bench he was always exposittg himself. He 
knew five or six such scraps of Latin as “modus in rebus,” 
“ stare super antiquas vias,” and “latet anguis in herba,” which 
he paraded so frequently, that even George III. advised him to 
“stick to his good law, and leave off his bad Latin.” His 
severity against what was then considered libellous was’ mon- 
Strous. An unfortunate attorney named Frost. having used 
intemperate and improper language at a coffee-house when far 
from sober, was imprisoned in Newgate, pilloried, forced to find 
sureties, and, by Lord Kenyon’s special addition to the sentence 
passed by the other Judges, struck off the rolls of the court. So, 
too, the publisher of the Courier newspaper was fined £100, 
and imprisoned six months, ‘for saying that the Emperor of 
Russia had made himself ludicrous and contemptible by forbid- 
ding the exportation of Russian produce to this country. But 
to our own days, Lord Kenyon’s most marvellous manifestation 
1s undoubtedly to be found in his method of dealing with. fore- 
stallers and regraters. Merchants were actually imprisoned and 
heavily fined for buying oats in the morning, and selling them 
at an advanced price in the afternoon—and that by a Judge 


Adam Smith. It is due to Lord Kenyon’s memory to add, 
that he had several estimable and.some useful qualities, He 
was extremely honest, and very laborious. “He. was sagacious 
and keen in a very high degree, and may, on the whole, be 
considered as a not unfavourable specimen of the sort of effects 
which an exclusive devotion to’ the most technical forms of 
English law produces upon a’nayrow but active mind, destitute 
alike of education and‘of genius. ~ : 
Lord Ellenborough was a,-very different and a far more 

formidable person than his predecessor, and may be taken as 
the representative of qualities of a very different: erder from any 
which Lord Kenyon could claim, and which perhaps afford a surer 
and certainly a far more honourable title to success. Edward Law 
was the youngest of the ¢welye childreit of Edmund Law, the 
Bishop of Carlisle. He was educated at the Charterhouse, and at 
Peter House, Cambrfdge, where he obtained high honours, both 
classical and mathematical. The whole. of his character bears 
the traees of his education. To the end of his life he was distin- 
guished by the bold and somewhat harsh, but manly, just, and 
upright, qualities which are so often developed and so strongly 
fostered by the course of education at English public schools 
and universities. ‘‘ He used to say,’’ we are told, that, when at 
the head of the Charterhouse, “he felt himself a much more 
important character than when hé rose to be. Chief Justice of 
England and a Cabinet Minister.” Indeed, it is impossible, in 
reading his life, not to think of him to the last as a sort of cap- 
tain of the school.“ Ellenborough,” says Lord Campbell, with 
all the energy of typography, “was a real CHIEF, such as the 
rising generation of lawyers may read of and figure to them- 
selves in ‘imagination, but may, never behold to dread or to 
admire.” After pleading under the bar for five years he joined 
the Northerm?Cireuit, and-at once entered upon business, owing 
partly to his pleading, and partly to his local connection. After 
enjoying the lead’there'for a considerable time, he rose to fame 
and fortune by. being intrusted. with the defence of Warren 
Hastings, which he,conducted with great judgment and success, 
though he did not in any degree rival the extraordi 
eloquence of the managers: for the Commons. The distinction 
thus acquired procured him the first rank in his profession. He 
became the rival, and, as. far as business and reputation went, 
by no means the unsuccessful rival, of Erskine, and in 1801 
was sworn in as Attorney-General. The only one of his efforts in 
this capacity to which his biographer refers is-one which he 
himself witnessed in his youth: it was the trial of Governor 
Wall for the murder of Armstrong, a soldier, who was alleged 
to have died of a flogging which he received under a sentence 
of questionable legality. The trial took place twenty years 
after the offence, and.ended in a conviction upon what Lord 
Campbell considers most inadequate evidence. ‘‘I should not 
like,” he says, ‘‘to be answerable for such a conviction.” The 
Government wished to pardon the prisoner, but were overawed 
by the fury of the mob, and he was hung in pursuance of his 
sentence. Soon after this occurrenée, Law became Chief Justice, 
with the title of Lord Ellenborough. His character in some 
respects was well adapted for the position. By the testimony of 
men not partial to him, he was one of the justest of mankind, 
being thoroughly possessed with a strict and somewhat harsh, but 
inflexible and genuine, desire to carry out the law; but he was 
arrogant, bad-tempered, and, as a criminal judge and legislator, 
scandalously severe. He resented, as a wicked and revolu- 
tionary measure, the attempt to remove the- punishment of 
death from the offence of shoplifting, and brought in a Bill 
creating no less than ten new capital felonies. It was, how- 
ever, in the criminal courts that his most characteristic qualities 
were displayed. Lord Campbell particularly celebrates his con- 
duct at the trial of Colonel Despard and his associates for high 
treason; and his career terminated with the trial which ended 
in the memorable acquittal of Hone, the bookseller. 
In the House of Lords, Lord Ellenborough was by no means 
so distinguished as in the King’s Bench. Nothing can exceed 
the violence of some of his displays there. With the excep- 
tion of the single Act to which we have referred, no measure of 
importance could be attributed to him. * Indirectly he did some- 
thing for the reform of the cruelty of the criminal law, as his 
single legislative effort drew attention to its exaggerated severity. 
He died in 1818, about two months after his resignation of 
his office. 
Lord Tenterden was.a far less remarkable person than his 
predecessor ; in fact, his life presents so little interest or inci- 
dent, that, with all his power of being amusing, Lord Campbell 
can only recommend it as a sort of moral lesson. Mr. Abbott 
was one of the very quietest and most unpretending of human 





whom Lord Campbell himself has seen, and who had read 


beings. He was an admirably neat and logical pleader, but he 
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never addressed a London jury, and hardly ever succeeded with 
a country one. He was the son of a barber at Canterbury ; dis- 
tinguished himself at the Cathedral school there, and was sent 
to Oxford by_a subscription from. his fellow-townsmen. He 
had intended to take orders, but was dissuaded by the father of 
one of his pupils, Justice Buller, who recognised his fitness for 
law, and quoted appositely, though somewhat profanely, a case 
from the Year Books, in which it was held, that “it is action- 
able to say of an attorney that he is a damned fool; for this is 
saying that he is unfit for the profession whereby he lives; but 
aliter of a parson, pur ceo que on poet estre bon parson, et 
damned fool.” He rapidly rose into practice as a pleader, and 
was unobtrusively elevated first to a puisne judgeship, and 
afterwards to the dignity of the Lord Chief Justice. The same 
peculiarities which made him a poor advocate, made hitn a sin- 
gularly good judge. He was so passionless, that his mind was 
totally free from bias upon any subject. Lord Campbell looks 
back with a sort of fond regret to the Court of King’s Bench 
as it was in his days. He describes it thus: “ Best was suc- 
ceeded by LittledaJe, one of the most acute, learned, and simple- 
minded of men. For the senior puisne we had Bayley. _ He did 
not talk very wisely on literature, or on the affairs of life, but 
the whole common law of this realm he carried in his head,, and 
in seven little red books. These accompanied him day and 
night ; in these every reported case was regularly posted; and 


in these, by a sort of miracle, he could at all times instan- . 


taneously turn up the authorities required. The remaining 
puisne was Holroyd, who was absolutely born with a genius for 
law, and was not only acquainted with all that had ever been 
said or written on the subject, but reasoned most scientifically 
and beautifully on any point of law that he touched.” 

Like his two predecessors, Lord Tenterden made no great 
figure in Parliament. He brought forward one or two Bills for 
the reform of the law; but his political opinions may be compen- 
diously described by saying that he believed in all that is 
refuted in Bentham’s Book of Fallacies; his fame rests princi- 
pally on his book on the “ Law of Shipping ”—almost the first 
English law book which was written on a better model than 
that which Lord Campbell happily describes as the process of 
shaking up a number of detached points in a bag, drawing 
them out at random, and tacking them together with “so,” 
“but,” and “ nevertheless.” 

We have been compelled to do very scanty justice to some 
aspects of Lord Campbell’s book. It is full of amusing gossip 
and curiously characteristic anecdotes. We will conclude our 
notice with a story of each of its three heroes. Here is a spe- 
cimen of Lord Kenyon’s learning—“ Above all, gentlemen, need 
I name to you the Emperor Julian, who was so celebrated for 
the practice of every Christian virtue, that he was called Julian 
the Apostle.” And here one of his eloquence—“ This is the 
last hair in the tail of procrastination, and it must be plucked 
out.” 

Lord Ellenborough, on héhring a dull speech in the House of 
Lords, rose, and went out, saying, “I am answerable to God 
for my time, and what account can I give at the day of judg- 
ment if I stay here any longer ?” 

Lord Tenterden, when dying, seemed to recover his composure, 
and, raising his head from his pillow, he was heard to say in a 
slow and solemn tone, as when he used to conclude his summing 
up in cases.of great importance, “ And now, gentlemen of the 
jury, you will consider of your verdict.” ‘These were his last 
words. 

~~~ - Sci 


Juridical Society. 


This Society met on Monday evening last, Sir J. Stuart, 
V. C., in the chair, when Mr. W. M. Best read a paper on 
“The Common Law of England; with an Examination of 
some False Principles of Law Reform.” The following is a short 
summary of the paper :— 

Great are the evils which arise when the needful reforms in 
the laws of a country are neglected for several generations. A 
reaction against the whole legal systein of the land takes place 
in the public mind, and both the good and bad which it con- 
tains run the risk of being consigned to destruction. Such is 
the state of England at the present day. Various schools of 
legal reform have sprung up, with all of which, however differ- 
ing from each other, it is the established practice to disparage 
the existing law, and among whom it is an axiom, that the 
common law is a mere collection of rudé customs strung together 
in a barbarous age. The common law of England has deserved 


better of her children than this;. and the above axiom will be 


found, on examination, the offspring of ignorance and pre- 
sumption. 

By the common law of England, is to be understood the 
ancient customary law of the country, which became finally 
settled about the fourteenth century. It is one of the gteat 
fallacies of the day, that there are in Westminster Hall two 
systems of law antagonistic to each other. Our Courts of law 
and equity administer the same system, the only differences 
between them lying in their procedure, and that the former 
administer strict lat, while the latter are supplemental tribu- 
nals, which not only havé no power to repeal the law, but, in 
truth, carry its principles into effect by relaxing the operation 
of the law in certain peculiar cases only where its strictness 
might work hardship. This accords with the definitions of 
judicial equity given by Grotius and Lord Bacon. 

The substantive law of a country divides itsélf into three parts 
—the constitutional law, the civil Jaw, and-the criminal law. 
It is a common fallacious notion of the day tliat the law and con- 
stitution of a country are not intimately connected. ‘They must 
harmonise with each other, as the most ordinary suit at law may 
involve a mest important constitutional question. And here 
it is that our System has such an immense advantage over the 
law of Rome, which had no constitution but the simple relation 
of sovereign and subject; and it is impossible to deny that our 
constitution and law, tiken together, constitute -one of the few 
systems inthe world where strength of government is united 
with a large amount of personal liberty. nh hs, 

The common law embodies several great principles of sound 
legislation—viz. that no human lawcan be perfect, and, thérefore, 
needs alteration from time to timé; and this is providedfor among 
us by the unwritten form and consequent expansive power of the + 
common law, and the presence of the: Legislature. It is also « 
framed on 'the principle of the great Athenian legislator, ‘that the* 
proper laws for any people are, “‘ the best that they can bedm” . 
The enlarged views of its founders are: also visible.in theiz. laws 


against mortmain and perpetuities; its cohdemmation.of contracts . + 


in restraint of marriage and of trade; and, what is Very reinark- y 
able at so early a period, various laws showing a liberal commierejal , 
spirit. Another feature is, that the common law is based gn. the 


principle that all the members of the community are Memb@s +! 
of one family ; that.the law can have no real interest @part fsom .., 
them; and that it is the right and duty of all ta uphgld and. ”. 


assist in her execution—a strong contrast to the usages of most. 
other lands, and to the maxims of our day, which represent, the 
Jaw as a tyrant, and its enforcenient mere matter of polige. » 
Then, with respect to the criminal law. The common: law is 
not a sanguinary code, as generally represented.” There;wene , 


not above twelve or fourteen offences punishable capitatly.:by the - 


common law. 


About the fifteenth century, the practige began 


of creating numerous capital offences, ‘and this continued, tit; at 
the beginning of the present century, they amounted to nearly 
200. A reaction then took place, and the number :ig,n0W: rée- 
duced to nearly what it was at thé common law: ..4Yhether 


that punishment might, in the present day, be. furthef, reduced, 
or even abolished, is a question; but this would clearly have 
been impossible in early times. The arguihents against. the 
right to inflict capital punishment are absurd. Those founded 
on the value and sanctity of human. life-prdve too mugh, pe 
cause, if true, life could not be taken to repress the most*-dan- 
gerous insurrection. Capital punishment is the ultima. ratio - 
between sovereign arid subject, as war is the ultima: ratio . be- 
tween State and State; and no instance can be produced of any 
eountry which renounced it; for, although Catherine of Rassia, 
the state of Louisiana, and some others, abolished the punish-. 
ment of death by the ordinary course of law;gthey didnot 
abolish the right to resort to martial law, or the Tight to take 
life for military offences. The statistical papers by which the 
Society for the Abolition of Capital Punishment profe show 
that fewerexecutions take place in some countries than.in Zngland, 
are therefore imperfect—they should further tell how many simes 
each country has been placed under martial law, ahd how many 
lives, guilty and innocent, were sacrificed under it. The argu- 
ment that the punishment of death is irrevocable, also proves 
too much; for any punishment may, in the end, be the cause 
of death. The common law division of offences into mis- 
demeanors and felonies, typifies a distinction existing in the 
nature of things, and something similar is to be found in the 
laws of every country—the former simply meaning that a.party 
has misbehaved, the latter an offence inconsistent with the safety 
of society, and involving forfeiture, not merely of goods, but of 
social position, and perhaps of existence. Against these lattef, 
the common law waged a war of extermination; but modem 





legislators, by breaking down, in many instances, the line of 
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demarcation between them and misdemeanors, have destroyed 
in the minds of the people the old instinctive horror of felony. 
Now, what were the notions respecting criminal law by which 
the present age sought to replace the common law? According 
to some, punishment, not having hitherto extinguished crime, 
ought to be abolished ; according to others, every criminal is 
ex vi termini insane; others think all crimes result from igno- 
rance—a position true in some. instances, but absurd and 
mischievous when applied to grave violations of natural law. 
Others contend that it is the duty of the law to reward as well 
as punish ; but the true reward of obedience to the law is the 
protection it affords.. Other fallacies are, the making the 
reformation of the criminal who has broken the law the primary, 
and the safety of those who have not broken it the secondary, 
consideration. The practice of assuming the law to be a tyrant, 
and the criminal 4 martyr, has vested a most unconstitutional 
power in the Secretary, of State, who considers himself justified 
in trying every criminal cause over again in his office, .on ex 
parte statements, often deliberately false, without oath, publicity, 
cross-examination, or any of the ordinary tests of truth. It is 
also a great mistake to hold out to a prisoner the remission 
of any portion of his sentence as a reward for good conduct 
while undergoing the temporal punishment of his crime. If a 
criminal is really the reformed and converted character he pro- 
fesses to be, he will be most willing to undergo his sentence as 
an expiation of his offence against society. 

The printipal evils in; the English system, for which reform 
has been so loudly and so- justly called, are traceable to the 
abandonment of thé, principles of our ancient law. The subtle 
and technical spirit of our pleadings did not appear until the 


» reign of Hen. 6,.as stated by Lord Coke (Co. Litt. 304), before 


which -time ‘the pleadings were plain and simple. Our ancient 
statutes were short, clear, and intelligible, two-thirds of a quarto 


, volume ‘containing all from Magna Charta to the end of Hen.:6 


—twa centuries and a half. About the middle of the reign of 
Hen. 5, the. style began slowly. to alter, and gradually grew 
worse and worse, till, by the end of the reign of Hen. 8, recital, 

repetition, and. confusion reached the form and ascendancy 
they have retained eversince. Again, great complaints are made 
against legal réports ; but the roots of the mischief lie in judges 
not. deciding sufficiently on principle, and running after mere 
dicta, or other semblance of authority ; and also, that, after the 


discontinuance of the Year-books in 1536, the judges discouraged 


reporting, until the latter end of the eighteenth century, when 
they allowed one; and but one set, for each court. Since that 
tithe they ve erred in the opposite direction, by receiving reports 
as authority before they. acquire a character for general ac- 
curacy.....Qur laws,on the subject of marriage and divorce are also 
much. attacked ;. - but the system in operation at the present day 
is of modern, origin. . By the common law, marriage was in- 
dissoluble. to rich-and poor alike. This was in accordance 
with ipturé. and the canon Jaw,.and the reasoning of Puffen- 
dorf (Jus. Nat. & Gent. lib. 6, cap. 1) shows that marriage is 


also an institution of natural law, and by that law indissoluble, 


except perhaps in a few disputed cases. Even supposing mar- 
riage only a civil contract, as contended by many at the present 
day, is it. universally true that every civil contract can be 
dissolved by the parties at pleasure? Must not the position be 
taken with the limitation that.the rights and interests of third 
parties, or of society are not interfered with by the dissolution 


. of the contract ? Many other abuses, which formerly disfigured 


our law, and exposed it to no small obloquy, were not only 
unknown, to the common law, but crept into our system in 
defiance of its provisions—as, for instance, the arrests on mesne 
process .for mgre pecuniary claims, the fictions in ejectment, the 
multifarious ways of commencing: suits before the Uniformity of 
Process Act, the absorption of local jurisdictions by the Courts 
at W ipster, &c. 

The r then ‘proceeded to consider the principal systems 
by which.their respective admirers propose to replace the com- 
mon law of England. With this view he alluded to the Roman 
law, and the great efforts made by the universities and others to 
establish its ascendancy in this country, and the illusory nature 
of their arguments; especially when they represent the common 
law of England as derived from their own, and the arrogant 
assumption that their law is the sole repository of the true prin- 
ciples of jurisprudence. He also went into an examination of 
the celebrated codes of Louisiana, and made some remarks on 
the views of Bentham. Generations, he next observed, have 
their fashions and faults in legislation; and the peculiar 
characteristic of the present is a tendency to. legislate for ex- 
treme cases, without regard to the general operation of laws, or 
the collateral consequences of legislation; violating two of the 


well-established principles of jurisprudence—“ Ad ea que 
JSrequentius accidunt jura adaptantur,” and “ Vix ulla lex fieri 
potest que omnibus commoda sit, sed si majori parti prospiciat 
utilis est.” The reader adduced several instances in illustration, 
among which were the following:—Juries sometimes give 
wrong verdicts; therefore it is proposed to abolish trial by jury, 
forgetting that no infallible tribunal can ever be constittted. 
So indictments for certain paltry misdemeanors are occasionally 
made the means of extortion, and great offences sometimes 
escape punishment for want of prosecution. The natural 
remedy for all this seems, to strengthen the laws against 
groundless prosecutions, and the executive exercising its right 
to prosecute. But the spirit of the nineteenth century says, 
“‘ Sweep away the grand jury, take all private prosecution out of 
the hands of the subject, and intrust the punishment of all 
crimes to the executive.” Just look at this proposition. “A 
public officer commits some act of violence or fraud—grossly il- 
legal, but very acceptable to the powers that be. By the 
law, as it now exists, the injured party may indict him before a 
body, the constituent members of which are unknown up to the 
last moment, and, if they find a bill, all the power of the Crown 
cannot protect him from exposure, if not punishment. Suppose 
this altered, and that the law could only be put in force after 
obtaining the permission of a magistrate, the paid servant of the 
executive, the injured party might calculate his chances of 
justice. Besides, as matters stand, inasmuch as any person 
may prosecute for crime, the man who commits one is never 
secure, for he knows not from what quarter the blow may come. 
Change this—the unprincipled and wealthy man has only to 
guage the intellect and honesty of the representative of the 
executive in his neighbourhood to learn to what extent he may 
outrage the rights of his fellow-citizens with impunity. 

The common law of England is one of the most wonderful 
systems ever beheld, if the state of society when it arose, and the 
difficulties that lay in the way of its formation, are taken into 
the account. It is the production of men to whose memories 
justice has not yet been done, and stands out in fine relief 
against the dark ground of ignorance, prejudice, superstition, 
and scholasticism that at -the~ time disfigured the rest of 
Christendom. It doubtless had many faults—that is the fate of 
all systems—but most of them were the offspring of the times, 
and many have been since removed. But the system 
itself is founded on knowledge of the national character, which 
it has contributed to form in its turn, and the general features 
which run through it—firmness, gentleness, freedom, confidence, 
in a word, manliness—are all its own. The present generation 
sits in judgment on that system, and has to determine whether 
it is to be cast aside for some other. 

Sir J. Stuart, V. C., Baron Bramwell, Mr. W. T. S. Daniel, 
Mr. F. Stephen, Mr. W. D. Lewis, Mr. Charles Clark, and 
other members, took part in the discussion which ensued. 
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Mr. P. A. Smith will read a paper, on Monday next, ‘‘On 
Methods of Self-education, recommended or adopted by some 
English Lawyers in the last two Centuries.” 

— 
—_ 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, June 12. 
TRANSPORTATION AND PENAL SERVITUDE BILL. 
The Earl of HarrowBy, in moving the committe: on this Bill, 
said that considerable excitement had been created by the ticket- 











566 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jtwex 20, 1857. 


———. 





of-leave system, but he believed that the real cause of grievance 
was the abolition of transportation. We were now, instead of 
sending 4,000 or 5,000 of the worst of our population annually 
to a distant colony, obliged to dispose of them at home, and how 
to do so was the object of the present Bill. Even in the case of 
Western Australia there were some objections to jt as a place 
for the reception of criminals. It had its advantages, no doubt: 
good climate, and the people anxious to receive convict labour. 
But the population of the colony (about 7,000) was an obstacle 
to the reception of any considerable number of convicts. Their 
Lordships were aware, that, when in 1853 it became patent to 
all that some limit must be put to the system of transportation, 
it was arranged that the punishment of transportation should 
be limited to those offenders who were sentenced to transporta- 
tion for a term of fourteen years or upwards. This led to two 
unfortunate results—it prevented the transportation in some 
instances of those who were best fitted for transportation, 
and it limited the supply of convicts, although there might be 
and was a demand for a greater number in the colonies than 
could be sent out. In fact the number of criminals yearly 
sentenced to transportation for fourteen years and upwards did not 
exceed 400. From which number, if women and convicts phy- 
sically or otherwise unfit were deducted, not more than 250 
could be sent away. The main object of the Bill was to provide 
against the recurrence of this state of things; to allow the 
transportation of those best fitted for transportation, and most 
likely to become useful and respectable members of society 
elsewhere; and to remedy the evil which might arise by too 
large an aggregation of males in a particular colony, by enabling 
the Government to send out the wives of convicts who had 
entitled themselves by their good conduct here to that indul- 
gence. To effect these purposes the Bill proposed to leave the 
ultimate determination whether a convict should be punished 
by penal servitude or transportation in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of State. The judge, in passing sentence, would tell the 
prisoner that he was placed at the disposal of the Crown, that 
h: would be punished by transportation or penal servitude. 
-He (Lord Harrowby) knew that some objected to placing this 
power in the hands of the Secretary of State; but he confessed 
that he did not see where that discretion could be placed better 
than in the Secretary of State. It was a high office, amenable 
to Parliament, and possessed of the means of knowing where 
and to what extent convicts could be sent abroad. Sucha 
discretion could not be vested in the judges; for they had not 
the requisite information to guide them, and they were the only 
personages to whom, with the exception of the Secretary of 
State, the authority could be given. Having thus explained 
the great features of the Bill, he moved that their Lordships go 
into committee on the Bill. 

Lord CAMPBELL did not oppose going into committee, but 
he could not refrain from expressing the regret with which he had 
perused the provisions of this Bill. He thought that they 
might now consider transportation as permanently abandoned ; 
and instead of being a punishment for the worst offenders, it 
was to be reserved for those who were considered the most 
meritorious. An order of merit was to be established, and the 
badge of it was to be a ticket for transportation. Our penal 
colonies had formerly been the envy of all who had given any 
attention to the subject, and we had ourselves pitied the situa- 
tion of France and other continental states deprived of such a 
means of relief. But now this was all at an end, and only the 
least bad of our criminals were to be sent abroad; selected, not 
by the judge who knew the facts and had been present at the 
trial, but by the Secretary of State, who would be utterly 
ignorant upon the subject. Formerly, when he passed a sentence 
of transportation for fifteen years, he sincerely believed that it 
would be, and it generally was, carried into effect. The result 
gave efficacy to the punishment. But now all that would be 
known would be, that it would not be carried into effect unless 
the convict by his good conduct rendered himself worthy of it. 
If he were to speak the truth in passing sentence, he should say 
to the prisoner, ‘I sentence you for fifteen years to the discre- 
tion of the Home Secretary.” He must say that this was to 
place the administration of justice in a deplorable situation, 
and he could not but express his sorrow that the Government 
should think such a state of things inevitable. 

Earl Grey supported this Bill,on the simple ground that they 
were now retracing, as far as possible, the step taken in 1853, 
and enabling the Government for the future to make use of 
transportation as a means of relieving this country from the 
presence ofa number of persons who were very dangerous tosociety 

Tho Earl of Carnarvon thought it had been too hastily as- 
suiied that théré was no place within the British empite which 





was suitable for the formation of a new colonial settlement. Ad- 
mitting the objections to Hudson’s Bay, Vancouver’s Island, and 
the Falkland Isles, he would point to Northern Australia, where 
there were two distinct districts, either of which might be converted 
into a penal colony—one called Carpentaria, well wooded and 
watered, and abounding in rich pastures; the other, 300 miles 
long by 150 wide, including the whole of the Cambridge Gulf, 
and forming the basin of the Victoria river. There were some 
important changes which were essential to secure the satisfac- 
tory working of the transportation system. One of the great 
evils in Western Australia was, that the Government sent out 
hardened and incorrigible criminals, instead of sending only 
men who were likely to behave well and to assist in the deve- 
lopment of the resources of the colony. This called for an im- 
mediate remedy. Further, in order that any system of trans- 
portation might succeed, there must be an equalisation of the 
free and the convict population; and to secure this, proper in- 
ducements to settle must be presented to persons of capital and 
enterprise. Due provision must also be made for the transpor- 
tation of an adequate number of females; all our colonial his- 
tory proving that the female element was indispensable to colo- 
nial prosperity. 

Viscount DuNGANNoN believed the Bill would be nugatory, 
for it left untouched the source of all the mischiefs which were 
now complained of—namely, the ticket-of-leave system. 

The Earl of Derby said, that; under the existing system, the 

punishment of transportation might be commuted into punish- 
ment at home. The alteration proposed to be made was, that, 
instead of transportation being commuted to penal servitude, 
they would have penal servitude at home commuted to trans- 
portation at the discretion of the Secretary of State. Was 
transportation to be considered an aggravation or a mitigation 
of punishment? As far as could be collected from the Bill, it 
was not intended to send out great criminals or incorrigible 
offenders, but the well-disposed and those whose physical capa- 
city fitted them for becoming colonists; and they would have 
this advantage over free emigrants, that their wives and families 
would be sent out at the expense of the Government. The Bill left 
it altogether to the discretion of the Secretary of State as to 
what portion of the sentence should be carried out at home, and 
what in the colony ; which was totally different from the prin- 
ciple of the former measure—that the strictly penal portion of 
the sentence should be carried out in this country, and that 
after a certain period merit and good conduct would entitle the 
criminal to a mitigation ; but in all cases there was a minimum 
of penal servitude, which should be enforced. As this Bill 
stood, however, the Secretary of State might from the very first 
hour of the sentence declare that the penal servitude should not 
be carried into effect, but that the individual should be sent at 
once to Bermuda, Gibraltar, or Western Australia. The Bill 
substituted the will and caprice of the Secretary of State for 
the former weill-considered graduated scale of punishment, and 
failed in two very important particulars—in the means of dis- 
posing of the well-disposed, and finding a place for the incorri- 
gible. No doubt great evils had resulted from granting tickets 
of leave to incorrigible offenders; and great advantages miust 
arise if some place could be found within the limits of the 
British empite, not too far from the control of the Government, 
where this class of criminals might be kept under surveillance. 
He did not desire to send to the colonies all the most incorrigi- 
ble offenders—of that the colonists might complain; but he 
thought something might be done with those who were not in- 
corrigible. It seemed to him that the Government had rather 
too hastily abandoned the idea of founding a new penal colony. 
In Western Australia the influx of convict labour had been 
most advantageous. Again, on the northern coast of Australia 
there were several places perfectly eligible, if not at once for the 
reception of convicts under punishment, at least for the recep- 
tion of persons who had undergone a portion of their sentences 
in this country, and might be sent out as free men, to act as 
pioneers of civilisation, and who could maintain themselves 
with some little assistance from the home Government. The 
Bill did not provide for those who had gone through their sen- 
tence with a good character, nor for the incorrigible; it left 
everything in the greatest uncertainty, and placed a great and 
dangerous discretion in the hands of the Secretary of State. 
He did not say that disctetion would be abused, but judges and 
juries and all persons concerned in the administration of justice 
would be left in complete uncertainty as to the effect of the 
sentences pronounced. He had stated his principal objections; 
but he did not intend to propose any améndments to a measure 
the carrying out of which must be left entirély to the discretion 
of the Government, : 
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The ‘tahini § of SAtisBuRY said, that the insecurity of life 
and property after the establishment of the ticket-of-leave 
system was so great, that committees of both Houses of Par- 
liarnent were appointed to investigate the matter, and they 
agreed in the necessity of the reinstatement of transportation. 
But the Bill entirely lost sight of the object for which the 
subject had been brought under the consideration of Parliament, 
as it did not contain a word about the ticket-of-leave system. 
Instead of leaving the nature of the punishment to the discretion 
of the Secretary of State, it should be for the judge to decide, 
as he had the best opportunity of becoming acquainted with 
the character of the man. 

Lord DENMAN considered that the term of punishment im- 
posed by the judge ought invariably to be inflicted. He 
believed that many of the colonies would be still willing to 
receive convicts, if they were allowed to make their own 
arrangements for their disposal. The feeling of the country 
decidedly was that the system of transportation should be re- 
established, and against the granting of tickets-of-leave. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE admitted it was most important that 
the sentence pronounced by the judge should be carried out in 
every case. 

The House then went into committee; 
clauses of the Bill were agreed to. 

Divorce AND MatrimonrAu Causes BILt. 

The report of the amendments to this Bill was brought up. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said he had some amendments to 
propose :—The first was, that the term “judicial separation” 
should be substituted for a divorce a mensd et thoro, and that 
the same power be given to a sentence of judicial separation 
as now belonged to a divorce & mensa et thoro. In reference to 
the 17th clause, he proposed to give to a husband or wife, 
against whom a decree of judicial separation had been pro- 
nounced on the ground of desertion, the power of applying to 
the Court for a reversal of the sentence, if it could be proved 
that the absence had been involuntary or unavoidable. Another 
amendment which he proposed was, that, in cases (which 
might happen) where persons who had been judicially sepa- 
rated chose to come together again, in order that it might be 
known that the woman had ceased to be a feme sole, the parties 
should enter a notice to that effect in some book to be kept by 
the Court. He also proposed to add a clause exempting 
Jewish marriages from the operation of the Act. 

The Bishop of Oxrorp moved the insertion of an amend- 
ment after the 27th clause, giving the new court the power 
which was now occasionally exercised by their Lordships’ House, 
of settling the property of the parties in cases of divorce for 
adultery. 

Lord REDESDALE gave notice that on the third reading of 
the Bill he should move the omission from the 3rd clause of 
the words “and of divorce,” with a view of excepting the 
divarce @ vinculo altogether from the operation of the Bill. 

The Bishop of Oxrorp gave notice, that, in the event of this 
amendment not being carried, he should move that the Bill be 
read a third time that day six months. The Bill contained 
several amendments of the law which he should be glad to see 
carried into effect, but he could not consent to purchase them at 
the cost of the very serious injury to the morals of the people 
which the introduction of this law of divorce would bring 
about. 

Earl Netson also gave notice that he should again move 
the amendment which had just been negatived, or one to a 
sim‘lar effect. 

The third reading is fixed for June 23. 

Monday, June 15. 
TRANSPORTATION AND Penat ServirupDE B11. 
The report of the amendments to this Bill was received. 


and the several 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, June 12. 
Jowr-Stock Companies Act AMENDMENT BIL. 
This Bill was read a third time, and passed. 
Granp Juries (METRorowitaN Poricy Disrricr) Bint. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Monday, June 15. 
FRAUDULENT TrusTers, &c., B11. 
This Bill passed through committee pro formd, and was 
ordered to be recommitted on Friday next. 
LeAsEs AND SALES oF SerrLeD Estarrs Act AMENDMENT. 
Mr. WuiresipE obtained leave to bring in a Bill to amend 
the Act of 1856, to facilitate leases and sales of settled estates. 





Erection Perrrrons. 

Mr. ADDERLEY obtained leave to bring in a Bill for Regula= 

ting the Presentation and Withdrawal of Election Petitions. 
Tuesday, June 16. 

Granp Juries (Merropouiran Pouice District) Bi. 

The House having gone into committee on this bill, 

Mr. Ayrton moved, on clause 1, that the chairman report 
progress. He stated that the bill required amendment in every 
clause. 

Upon a division his motion was negatived; and after some 
further discussion the House was counted out. 


Thursday, June 18. 
MaArriep Women’s ReversIONARY INTEREST BILL. 

The House having gone into committee upon this Bill, upon 
clause 1, ’ 

Mr. Dosss said the Bill as it stood would interfere with all 
contracts subsisting between persons already married, and was, 
therefore, an ex post facto law. He proposed, as an amend- 
ment, instead of “it shall be lawful for any married woman,” 
to insert the words “it shall be lawful for every married woman 
who shall be married after the passing of this Act.” 

Mr. Mautys said the amendment would destroy every virtue * 
of the Bill, which only applied to a married woman’s personal 
property the same rule as applied to her real property. 

The amendment was negatived without a division. 

Sir E. Perry moved the insertion in the same clause of words 
to the effect that the proceeds of the sale of the reversionary in- 
terest should be placed at the disposal of the married woman 
as if she were a feme sole. 

Mr. Marys said the amendment was quite unnecessary, 
because the wife could refuse to agree to the sale unless the 
proceeds were disposed of as she wished. 

The amendment was not pressed to a division. 

The clause and following clauses were then agreed to. 


Friday, June 19. 
OrbrERS oF THE Day. 
Fraudulent Trustees, &c., Bill.— Committee. 
Grand Juries eae Police District) Bill.—Committee. 


Se 
PRIVATE BILLS. 
(From a Correspondent.) 

The committees have been very busy during the last week, 
and have earned their reward in the gradual diminution of 
business, though with an uncomfortable prospect of ouly having 
cleared the way for the election committees on which many of 
the members of the present committees will have to serve. 

Sir James Graham is getting through the Liverpool story by 
degrees, but no time is as yet confidently, named for a decision. 

The Committee on Water Bills are” proceeding with the 
Norfolk Estuary Bill, and will then attack the Nene Valley 
Drainage, which is the most heavily opposed Bill of the session 
as regards petitions. The Tweed Fisheries Bills are still 
engrossing much attention, and the salmon which are jumping 
about in shady pools have little idea of the vast amount of 
evidence which is being given, and oratory of counsel expended, 
in their cause. The committee on a small quasi railway group, 
which included two Bills relating to Watchet Harbour, and the 
West Somerset Mineral Railway Bill, a scheme in connexion 
with the Harbour, have concluded their duties by passing “ the 
Watchet Harbour Bill,” and rejecting the Watchet Habour 
Trust Bill. 

The South London Railway Bill has been rejected, and the 
Reading Railways Junction Bill, and the South Eastern Railway 
(Reading) Bill, competing schemes, have been oceupying the 
attention of that committee. The decision is given in favour 
of the Promoters of the Reading Railways Junction, in other 
words the “Staines, Wokingham, and Woking Railway Company,” 
which company is empowered to effect a junction with the 
Great Western narrow gauge system at Reading. This will 
give the Staines, Wokingham, and Woking Railway Company 
an uninterrupted line, without break of gauge, to the North by 
the Great Western narrow gauge system. z 
The East Kent and South Eastern quarrel has been suddenly 
brought to a check by the Committee adjourning till Monday, 
in order that the South Eastern should give a pledge to make 
the line from Rochester to London, with a west-end terminus. 
Railway pledges are not matters for speculation, and we must 
reserve the notice of this question for next week. 

The Earl of March has done his best to stop another broad 
and narrow gauge fight over the district between Salisbury 
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and Southampton, by specially reporting that the committee 
were unanimous in rejecting’ the broad gauge Bill, because 
there was no necessity for a second railway between Salisbury 
and Southampton, and that they rejected the narrow gauge 
short line between Romsey and Redbridge, because there was 


not sufficient traffic to support a 


railway. This report virtually 


is a strong recommendation to the House not to send the same 
scheme, if again brought forward, to a committee. 

The Taff Vale Bill, which embraces some of those inex- 
haustible subjects which coal and iron owners never can agree 


on, is before the committee on 


group 7, and the vote on the 


preamble will not be taken this week. 


The Great Irish Railway fight is over. 


The committee have 


decided in favour of the extension proposed by the Midland 
Great Western Railway of Ireland in preference to that proposed 
by the Great Southern and Western Railway Company, and 
have sanctioned the Tullamore Extension. 

The Milford Improvement Bill is still before the committee. 
The picture of the docks and new building—as shown in the 
drawings in the committee-rooms—is very pretty, and itis only 
fair to say, that, looking at the beautiful terminus at Padding- 
ton, it is reasonable to hope that Mr. Brunel can accomplish 
things equally great at the extreme point of the broad gauge 


system. 


The Election Committees are on the eve of appointment. 
The Committees on Mayo County, Cambridge Borough, and 
Rochdale, will be appointed on the 22nd of June ; and the com- 
mittees on Pontefract, Marlborough and Wareham Boroughs 


will be appointed on the 23rd. 


The committees on the last- 


named six petitions will probably sit about Thursday next. 
se 
ourt Papers, 


Chancery. 
SITTINGS.—Arrer Trinity Term, 1857. 


CH” The following Abbreviations have been adopted to save space :— 

A, Abated— Adj. Adjourned— A. 7. After Term—App. Appeal—C. D. 
Cause Day—C/. Claim—Csts. Costs—D. Demurrer—£x. Exceptions—/. D. 
Further Directions— Mtn. Motion—P. C. Pro Confesso—P/. Plea—Pin. 
Petition—2. Rehearing—S. 0. Stand over—Sh. Short. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
{The First Seal— 
Tuesd., June 23 App. Mtns. & Apps. 
Wednesday 24...Ptns. & Appeals. 





Thursday 25 
Friday 26 > Appeals. 
Saturday 27 
oq § The Second Seal.— 
Monday 29 dy Mtns. & Apps. 
Tuesday 30 
Wednes., July 1 
Thursday 2 } Appeals. 
Friday 3 
Saturday 4 
’ The Third Seal.— 
Monday 6 App. Mtns. & Apps. 
Tuesday 7 
Wednesday 8 
Thursday 9 } Appeals. 
Friday 10 
Saturday 11 
The Fourth Seal.— 
Monday 13 {aon Mtns, & Apps. 
Tuesday 14 
Wednesday 15 
Thursday 16 } Appeals. 
Friday 17 
Saturday 18 
(The Fifth Seal.— 
Monday 20 (App. Mtns. & Apps. 
Tuesday 21) 
Wednesday 22 
Thursday 23( Appeals. 
Friday 24 
Saturday 25...Ptns. & Appeals. 
Monday £7 A 1 
Tuesday ogy “Ppeals. 


The Sixth Seal.— 
Wednesday 29 pal Mtns. & Apps. 


Noricr.—Such days as his Lordship 
is hearing Appeals in the House 
of Lords excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


The First Seal.— 
Tuesd., June 23 {Stotiens 


( Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 


Wednesday 24 | F.D., Fur. Cons., & 
Thursday 25 | F. D. & Costs, until 
Friday 26 } all are disposed of, 
Saturday 


27 | and then the Gene- 
ral Cause Book. 





{The Second Seal.— 
(Motions. 
Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 


Monday 29 


Tuesday 30 | F.D., Fur. Cons., & 

Wednes., July 1 } F. D. & Costs, until 

Thursday 2 all are disposed of, 

Friday 3 | and then the Gene- 
| ral Cause Book. 


Saturday 4...General Ptn, Day. 
Monday 6 laggy Seal.— 


Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
F. D., Fur. Cons., & 
F. D. & Costs, until 
all are disposed of, 
and then the Gene- 
ral Cause Book. 
The Fourth Seal.— 
Motions. 
( Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
F. D., Fur. Cons., & 
‘ .} F.D & Costs, until 
fo na be all are disposed of, 
Retards 18 and then the Gene- 
y | ral Cause Book. 


Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 10 
Saturday 11 


Tuesday 7 
8 
€ 


Monday 13 


Tuesday 14 
Wednesday 15 





Monday 20 4 Moth a a Seal.— 
Tuesday 21) 

TaAnesday 9) | Pleas, Demrs., Ex. 
wednesday 22 | F.D., Fur. Cons, & 
Friday y pe \ F. D. & Costs, until 


= | all are disposed of, 
mas 7 | and then the Gene- 
4 y ral Cause Book. 


Tuesday 28 
7 (The Sixth Seal— 
Wednesday 29 Motions. 


Thursday  30...Gen. Petition Day. 


Notice. — At the Sittings after 
Trinity Term, the Master of the 
Rolls will hear Fur. Dirs., Fur, 
Cons., and Fur. Dirs. & Costs, 
previous to proceeding to hear 
Original Causes. 

N.B.—Short Causes, Short Claims, 
Consent Causes, Unopposed Peti- 
tions, and Claims, every Saturday 
at the Sitting of the Court. 

Notice.—Consent Petitions must 
be presented, and Copies left with 
the Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it isintended they should 
be heard. 





THE LORDS JUSTICES. 


ae The [First Seal.— 
Tuesd., June 23 App. Mtns. & Apps. 
Wednesday 24) r 
Thursday 25f Appeals, 

Ptns. in Lun., and 


Friday 26; Bktcy., & App. 
( Ptns. 
Saturday 27...Appeals. 

The Second Seal.— 
Monday 29 App. Mtns. & Apps. 
Tuesday 30 
Wednes., July 1 > Appeals. 
Thursday 2 

ne (Ptns. in Lun. and 
Friday 3 UBKtcy.& App. Ptns. 
Saturday 4...Appeals. 

(The Third Seal.— 
Monday 6 VApp. Mtns. & Apps. 
Tuesday 7 
Wednesday 8 } Appeals. 
Thursday 9 
a Ptns, in Lun. and 
Friday 10h Bktcy.& App. Ptns. 
Saturday 11,..Appeals. 

F The Fourth Seal._— 
Monday 13 ad Mtns. & Apps. 
Tuesday 14 
Wednesday 15 Appeals. 

Thursday 16 

pats {Ptns. in Lun. and 
Friday 7 UBktcy.& App.Ptns, 
Saturday  18,..Appeals, 

The Fifth Seal.— 

Monday 20 tried Mtns. & Apps. 
Tuesday 21 
Wednesday 22 > Appeals. 
Thursday 3 

ae og §Ptns. in Lun. and 
Friday 24 {Rutey. &App. Ptns, 
Saturday 25 
Monday 27 ; Appeals. 
Tuesday 28 s 

™ {The Sixth Seal.— 
Wednesday 29 App. Motions. 
Thursday 30 Ptns. in Lun. and 


Bkcty.& App.Ptns 

The days (if any) on which the 
Lords Justices shall be engaged 
at the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council are excepted. 


V. C. Sir R. T. KINDERSLEY. 

The First Seal.— 
Mtns. & Gen. Paper. 
Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Causes, Claims, & 
F. D. 


Tuesd., June 23 


Wednesday 24 
Thursday 25 


Friday 26...Ptns.& Gen. Paper. 
‘ (Sht. Causes, Sht. 
Saturday 27 (Claims, & Causes, 
The Second Seal.— 

Monday 29 {Mtns & Gen. Paper. 
Tuesday 30 ) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 


Wednes., July 1 - Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 25 F.D. 


Friday 3...Ptns. & Gen. Paper. 
, Sht. Causes, Sht. 
aturday = 4 11, & Causes. 

be {The Third Seal.— 

Monday 6 4 Mtns.& Gen. Paper. 

Tuesday 7 ( Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 

Wednesday 8 Causes, Claims, & 

Thursday 9 \ F. D. 

Friday 10...Pins. & Gen. Paper 


sSht. Causes, Sht. 
(Claims, & Causes. 


Saturday 11 
ae (Z'he Fourth Seal.— 


Monday 13 Mtns. & Gen. Paper. 
Tuesday 14 ) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 15> Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 16)F. D. 
Friday 17...Ptns. & Gen. Paper. 
Sht. Causes, Sht. 
Saturday 18 {Claims & Causes. 
aa The Fifth Seal._— 
Monday 20 {Mtns & Gen. Pap. 
Tuesday 21 ) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 22) Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 23) F. D. 
Friday 24...Petitions. 
: Sht. Causes, Sht. 
Saturday 2) Cls., & Remaining 
Petitions. 
Monday 27) Remaining Ptns, & 
Tuesday 285 General Paper. 


(The Sixth Seal.— 

Wednesday 29 | Mtns., Remaining 

| Ptns. & Gen. Paper, 

Notice.—After the Second Seal, the 

Vice-Chancellor will hear Excep- 

tions and Fur. Dirs. and Fur. 

Consons., in priority to original 
Causes. 





V. C. Sm JOHN STUART. 
Tuesd., June 23 ecg Seal.— 
= Pleas, Demrs., Ex. 
Wednesday 24 ‘oi ° 
Thursday 25 oo Claims, & 


*. D. 
Friday 26...Ptns. & Gen. Paper. 
s Sht. Causes and 
Saturday 27 tcl, & Gen. Paper. 
The Second Seal.— 
Monday 20} Motions. 


Tuesday 30 \ Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednes.,July 1 } Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 2jF.D. 

Friday 3...Ptns. & Gen. Paper. 
" Sht. Causes & Cls., 
Saturday 41 & General Paper. 

) The Third Seal— 


Monday 6° Motions. 

Tuesday 7) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 8 } Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 9) F. D. 

Friday 10...Ptns. & Gen. Paper, 


(Sht. Causes and 
Saturday 11 YJs. & Gen. Paper 
(The Fourth Seal— 
Monday 13 Motions. 
Tuesday 14) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 15 } Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 16) Fur. Dirs. 
Friday 17...Ptns & Gen. Paper. 
(Sht. Causes & Cl. 
Saturday 18 4. Gen. Paper " 


The Fifth Seal— 
Monday — 20 431 ao 
Tuesday 21) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 22 } Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 23) F. D. 
Friday 24,..General Ptn. Day. 
Sht. Causes & CL 
Saturday = 25 Vy Remaining Ptns. 
Monday 27) Remaining Ptns. 
Tuesday 28f and Gen. Paper. 
Wednesday Motions. 


29 {Mot Sixth Seal— 





V. C. Sm W. PAGE WOOD. 


The First Seal— 
Tuesd., June 23 {iMtna ds Gen. Paper, 


Wednesday 24) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Thursday 25 } Causes, Claims, & 
Friday 26) F. D. 


Ptns., Sht. Causes, 


Saturday 27 4), & Gen. Paper. 


The Second Seal.— 
Monday 29} a 
Ewen 30 Pleas, Demrs., Ex. 
Wednes., July 1 as, Demrs., EX, 
Thursday 2 . Claims, & 
Friday “77 ™ 

Ptns., Sht. Causes, 
wast ‘ {on & Gen. Paper, 

The Third Seal._— 
waged . {Mens & Gen. Paper. 
Tuesday 7) Ple 

I as, Demrs., Ex., 

Wednesday 8 
Thursday 9 — Claims, & 
Friday 11 aia 


(Ptns. Sht. Causes, 
Saturday 11. 4), & Gen. Paper 
) The Fourth Seal.— 
Monday —_13¢- Mtns. Gen. Paper. 


Tuesday 14) Ple 

- as, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 15 ‘lai 
Thursday 16 j oe Oa & 


Friday 17 
18 


Saturday 


Ptns., Sht. Causes, 
Cl, & Gen. Paper. 


The Fifth Seal.— 
Monday 20 4 iatna.& Gen Paper. 
Tuesday 21 
Wednesday 22 ane = 
Thursday 23/pp ’ 
Friday CC 

{General Ptn. Day, 
Saturday 25 4gnt, Causes & Cl. 
Monday 27) Remaining Ptns. & 
Tuesday 285 Gen. Paper. 


Wednesday 29 {Motions Seal— 


Notice.—Claims will be placed in 
the Paper after Short Causes, &c., 
on each Saturday, in precedence 
of the General Paper. 

Any remaining Motions and Peti- 
tions will be taken after the Sixth 
Seal. 


*,* The Courts will not sit after 
Thursday the 6th of August, 
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Queens Bench. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
NEW- CASE—Trinity TERM, 1857. 




































































































































Dem. Potter and Others v. The Darwen Waterworks, &c., Reser- 
voir Company. 
Summer Circuits of the Judges. 
1857, 
WicutTmay, J., will remain in town. 
Norfolk. 
Lord CaMPBELLZand WILLIAMS, J. 
Aylesbury Monday July 13. 
Bedford .secceeeee asenaneteeees cesses TRUTSAAY secceeeeeeeees . duly 16 
Huntingdon Monday July 20. 
Cambridge Wednesd July 22, 
Norwich and City Monday July 27. 
TpSWich .ssccersessssesreseceeeereees - Saturday .......000088 Aug. 1. 
North Wales. 
Cocxzury, L. C. J. 
Newtown Wednesday July 15. 
Dolgelly ......0+++ iinasinteinenibain co Saturday ccccccoees were July 18 
Carnarvon Tuesday July 21 
Beaumaris Friday July 24. 
Ruthin Monday ....eseeereeerevee July 27 
Mold Thursday .. « duly 30 
Chester and City ......004000.044. Saturday .. Aug. 1 
South Wales. 
Crowper, J. 
Cardiff Saturday cc Tuly 4. 
Haverfordwest and TowN.......+« Wednesday .. . duly 15. 
Cardigan ....scceeeeeeee aun eeces SACUTAAY cocccccceceeeee July 18. 
Carmarthen Wednesday July 22. 
Brecon Monday ....eccrecccereees July 27. 
Presteign eceseee Thursday July 30. 
Chester and City .....000ceeeee Saturday .. Aug. 1. 
Home. 
Potrock, L. C. B., and WILLEs, J. 
Hertford Tuesday July 7. 
Chelmsford Monday July 13. 
wes Monday.. July 20. 
Maidstone ....cccccsssssssseseeseeeee Thursday July 23. 
Croydon Monday Aug. 3. 
Western. 
Corerincr, J., and Cromptoy, J. 
Devizes Saturday ....cccccseee July lL. 
Winchester Tuesday July 14. 
Dorchester ....ccccssscsscsssccsssrsee Saturday .eeeseeeeeeeee - duly 18 
Exeter and City........+ cesccssecee WOONCSUAY crereeeeeeee July 22. 
Bodmin Tuesday. July 28, 
Wells (Somerset) Monday Aug. 3. 
Bristol Saturday ....ccccceees . Aug. 8 
Midland. 
CrESsWELL, J., and ERzE, J. 
Oakham Friday duly 10. 
Northampton ....... aeiaveas seenvace » Saturday .....cccccceeee July 11. 
Leicester and Borough. .. Wednesday < 
Nottingham and Town.........+++ Saturday ....cccseseeee 
Lincoln and City Wednesd 
Derby Saturday 
Warwick ....ccccccscssosscsssreereeeee Wednesday .. 
Oxford. 
Marty, B., and BRAMWELL, B. 
Abingd Thursday ssvcorereeee Tuly 9. 
Oxford July 11. 
Worcester and City ....... July 15. 
Stafford ....cccseee . July 18. 
Shrewsbury... July 25. 
Hereford ......++ July 29. 
M ith Saturday ..... Aug. 1. 
Gloucester and City Wednesday Aug 5. 
Northern. 
Watson, B., and CHanne ct, B. 
York and City.......000 panavekeeete Wednesday ..+.-+++++ . duly 8. 
Durham Tuesday July 21. 
Newcastle and Town........0.++++ « Saturday ....sccceeeeee July 25. 
Carlisle. ——— ° : uly ny 
Appleby ..cccccccccccccscssccececceses Monday ...... ug. 3. 
I aeonah Wednesday ore 4 : 
aaehsingusanece Aug. 8. 
pe eerreennemert ie ee ; 2 
Birth, Marriages, and Deaths. “ae 
BIRTH. 


ROBINSON—On June 5, at the Hall, Hadleigh, Suffolk, the wife of Mr. 

J. F. Robinson, solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

LEAR—HOLMES—On June 10, at Arundel, by the Rev. G. A. F. Hart, 
vicar, George Lear, Esq., solicitor, to Matilda Jane, youngest daughter 
of the late Richard Holmes, Esq., of Arundel. : 

ROBINSON—SALTER—On June 13, at the parish church, Heavitree, by 
the brother of the bride, W. Henry Robinson, barrister-at-law, eldest 
son of the late Wm. Robinson, LL.D., barrister-at-law, of the Middle 
Temple, and of Tottenham, Middlesex, to Susannah, youngest daughter 
of the Rev. H. G. Salter, M.A., of Heavitree. i 

WAUGH—FINCH—On June 16, at Trinity Church, Tunbridge-wells, by 
the Rev. Owen Marden, Edward Waugh, Esq., solicitor, of Cuckfield, 
Sussex, to Emily Charlotte, younger daughter of the late G. F. Finch, 
Esq., surgeon, of Barking, Essex. 

DEATHS. 
CORNWALL—On June 6, at Brighton, Henry Cobb Cornwall, Esq., for- 


OWEN—On June 15, at his residence at Oxford-terrace, Clapham-road, 
Thomas Owen, Esq., solicitor, 2 Bucklersbury. 


»™ 


> 
Unclaimed Stock in the Bank of Englanv. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

CAMBRIDGE UNION, GUARDIANS OF THE Poor oF, £22: 4:7 Consols.— 
Claimed by the said GuaRDIANs. 

Camoys, Right Hon. Toomas Lord, Francis Forrest, Powell-st. East, St. 
Luke’s, Middlesex, Gent., Octavius OMMANNEY, Norfolk-st., Strand, 
Esq., and ParK NELSON, Essex-st., Strand, Gent., £192 : 9: 6 Consol — 
Claimed by THomas Lord Camoys, OcTavius OMMANNEY, and Park 
NELSON, the survivors. 

CLUTTERBUCK, PETER, deceased, of Stanmore, Middlesex, Esq., £25 New 
3 per Cents.—Claimed by Tuomas CLUTTERBUCK, surviving acting 
executor. 

CoLEeMAN, FREDERICK, Longhope, farmer, Rornon CoLeman, Westbury, 
farmer, and THOMAS BENNETT COLEMAN, Mitcheldean, chemist, all in 
Gloucestershire, £233 : 5: 3 Consols.—Claimed by FREDERICK COLE- 
MAN, Rornon CoLEMAN, and THOMAS BENNETT COLEMAN. 

Fizmer, Sir EpMunp, Bart., East Sutton-pl., Kent, and Gzorcr JAMES 
Surivan, Abbott's Langley, Herts, Esq., £6: 12: 10 per ann. Long An- 
nuities.—Claimed by GkorcE JAMES SULIVAN, the survivor. 

ParRTRIDGE, Epwarb OTTo, Bishopswood, Ruarden, Gloucestershire, Esq., 
JOHN JAMEs, jun., and JAMES WINTLE, both of Newnham, Gloucester- 
shire, Gents., £198 : 5: 4 Consols—Claimed by Epwarp Orro Par- 
TRIDGE and JAMES WINTLE, the survivors. 

Rock, Tuomas, Chelsfield, Kent, farrier, £50 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed 
by THomas COLEBORN, the surviving executor. 

Rooks, Henry, Throope, Bishopstone, Wilts, Gent., WrtL1am Rooke, 
Broad Chalk, Wilts, Gent., PETER Rooke, Bath, brewer, and SaraH 
Rooke, Breamore, Hants, widow, £68: 5:8 Consols.—Claimed by 
WituiaM Rooke, PETER Rooke, and Saran Rooke, the survivors. 

Ryper, Rev. Grorce DupLey, Easton, Hampshire, £100 Reduced.— 
Claimed by Rev. GEorGE DuDLEY RYDER. 

ScHOLEFIELD, Jonn, Edgbaston, Warwickshire, Gent., £145: 0:9 Re- 
duced.—Claimed by JoHNn SCHOLEFIELD. 

Taunton, DaME Marta, Ensham, Oxfordshire, widow, £625 Reduced.— 
Claimed by DAME MaRIA TAUNTON. 

TICKELL, MARGARET GEORGIANA, Widow, and JULIANA PENNICK DANIELL, 
wife of Epwarp DANIELL, Gent., Falmouth, £41 : 3 : 10 Consols.— 
Claimed by JULIANA PENNICK DANIELL, the survivor. 

WorsLry, FREDERICK CAYLEY, Hovingham, Yorkshire, Esq., £81: 8:4 
Consols.—Claimed by FREDERICK CAYLEY WoRSLEY. 


+ 


Weirs at Law and Pert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 
Brrxett, Henry (who died in Feb. 1854), Wollongong, near Sydney, 
Gent.—Next of kin to come in and prove their claims on or before July 

11, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers. 

Der HartHavpier (otherwise HoMoYERE), native of Auvergne, who mar- 
ried Dorotuy Payant, born February 17, 1772, at Westminster, 
daughter of MATTHEW PAYAnT, merchant, formerly of Geneva.—Next 
of kin to apply to Mr. Matthew Wood, 73 Old Broad-st., London. 

Murpay, Patrick, who was born in Ireland, and for some years prior to 
1847 resided in Drury-la., and then went to America, where he after- 
wards died, and Mary ANN Murpuy, who was born in George-st., St. 
Giles's, widow of the said Parrick Murpny, who died in January last, 
at 38 Upper Seymour-st., Euston-sq.—Next of kin of either of the 
above parties to apply to Messrs. Fyson, Curling, Walls, & Son, 3 Fre- 
derick’s-pl., Old Jewry, and 10 Hart-st., Bloomsbury-sq. ; or Mr. John 
Wills, proctor, 3 Gt. Carter-la., Doctors’-commons. 

Pierce, Mary, widow of JOHN PieRcE, formerly of Old-st.-rd., Finsbury, 

whose maiden name was SHILLCocK, and who died in or near London on 

the 8th of May, 1830.—Her personal representatives or next of kin to 
communicate with Mr. William Pierce, Fremantle-sq., Kingsdown, 

Bristol. 

REEVE, JOHN CHAMBERLAIN (who died in April, 1835), late of Russell-sq., 

Esq.—Next of kin to come in and prove their claims on or before July 

10, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Rogpinson, Susanna, late of North Thoresby, Lincolnshire, deceased.— 

MICHAEL Proctor, Francis Proctor, and GEorGE Proctor, the chil- 

dren of WitL1Am Proctor, late of North Thoresby, in the county of 

Lincoln, farmer, by ANN, his wife; MitprED Crampton, ANN HOYLE, 

and CHARLOTTE HALL, the daughters of Mary Orcuin, afterwards 

Mary RaAInTHORPE; and the children of the following parties:—THomas 

Scorrins, late of Holton-le-Clay, yeoman, by Ann, his wife; RoBert 

Bryan, late of Gayton-le-Marsh, labourer; THomas Burton, late of 

Covenham, labourer, by Fanny, his wife; Epwarp Locking, late of 

North Thoresby, by Mary, his wife; Saran, the daughter of MicnaEL 

CroFt, late of Fulstow, farmer, by BripeGett, his wife; Joun Lockrne. 

late of Fotherby, by Lyp1a Baciey.—The above, and all other, persons 

claiming to be entitled to any part of the residuary personal estate of 

Susanna Rosrnson, are requested to make their respective claims 

thereto forthwith to Charles M. B. Veal, Solicitor, Great Grimsby. 

Witirams, SAmMvet, and Louisa Pusey Wituiams, children of HypEe 

Wittiams, and Mary Jane, his wife.—Their next of kin or personal 

representatives to apply to Messrs. Henderson, 3) Bloomsbury-sq. 


fMonev Market, 


CITY, Frmay Eventna. 
The leading occurrence in the money market during the pre- 
sent week is the resolution of yesterday, by the Directors of the 
Bank of England, to reduce the rate of discount and interest on 
loans from 63 to 6 per cent. The last two weekly returns from 
the Bank, and the return of the present week, show a large 
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resolution to reduce the rate of accommodation was not very 
generally expected. It has been productive of little practical 
influence on the price of Public Securities. The English funds 
have varied. during the week from 4 to } per cent., and closed 
# per cent. better than on this day week. There has been 
greater activity: in Foreign Securities, chiefly in the Russian 
funds, and the’ Turkish 6 per Cents., both of which show an 
advance.of 1 per cent. The Bank of France is expected to 
take the same course as the Bank of England in reducing their 
rate of discount, and has already lowered the premium for the 
purchase of gold. The discount houses in Lombard-street 
hav@ reduced their rate conformably to the example of the 
Bank of England. From the Bank of England return for the 
week énding 13th June, 1857, which we give below, it appears 
that the amount of notes in circulation is £18,772,185, being 
a decrease of £13,795;. and the stock of bullion in both de- 
partments is £10,909,255, showing an increase of £618,606, 
when compared with the previous return. The demand for 
_ money'is active; but without any particular pressure. The 
Mrain of silver-to the East continues unabated, and is a subject 
Which occupies general attention. It is expected the next 
imailspacket will take out a larger amount than any which has 
gone before. ..”+ 
.* The view.expressed on this subject in the Bombay Times, to 
the following purport, deserves attention:—The world has 
never seen a conquered country governed with the wisdom and 
‘honesty which characterise the English rule in India. The re- 
sources of Scinde and the Punjab beginning to be developed 
rapidly ; the immense demand for produce which the Russian 
wat cayseq in India; the growth and prosperity of the cotton 
trade in the Iast few years—not to mention the introduction of 
railways, the triumph of which is yet to come—these circum- 
- stances account for the fact that the average amount of the 
precious metals retained in the country during the last seven 
years is £5,500,000, against a previous average of sixteen years 
amounting to £2,000,000. 

Thus India is said to be £40,000,000 sterling wealthier in 
the precious metals alone than in 1850, which means that the 
bulk of this sum is required now more than then to supply the 
people with money. The mints of India are continually at 
work. The prosperity pointed out means, in its ultimate results, 
an improvement in the condition of the people—that every one 
requires and obtains for his personal use more rupees than for- 
merly. This is the reason why such a large demand continues 
for silver where none is produced, and where it is the sole cur- 
rency. 

Reports of the grain crops throughout Europe are highly 
encouraging. But the arrivals of grain and flour from abroad 
are small, and prices in foreign markets firm. Under these 
circumstances, the late advance in our markets has been fully 
maintained and rather increased. 

A letter from Constantinople, published in the Augsburg 
Gazette, states that our Government has directed their commis- 
sioner in the Danubian Principalities to enter into communica- 
tion with the Turkish Government, with the view of forming 
a commercial establishment at the mouth of the Danube; offer- 
ing to provide the necessary funds for clearing the Sulina mouth 
of the river, on condition that England shall participate in the 
navigation dues to be levied by Turkey. 


Bank of England. 
AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 13TH DAY OF JUNE, 1857. 


IssuE DEPARTMENT. 
£ 

















£ 
Notes issued + 24,696,375] Government Debt 11,015,100 
Other Securities . ° 459, 9 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 10,221,375 
Silver Bullion ° ies 
£24,696,375 £24,696,375 
BankInG DEPARTMENT. 
£ £ 
Proprietors’ Capital. . 14,553,000] Government Securities 
est ° ‘ ° - 3,333,494 (incl. Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (includ- Annuity) 10,326,131 
ing Exchequer, Sav- Other Securities . 18,679,198 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . . ‘ . 5,924,190 
sioners of National Gold and Silver Coin . 687,880 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . 5 - 7,603,966 
Other Deposits . - 9,441,178 
Seven day & other Bills 685,761 
£35,617,399 £35,617,399 





English fFunts. 

























































































EnGiisu Funps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed Thur. Fri. 
Bank Stock ...... -/212 14 214 212} eve 212} 212} 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann, ...| 92g $ | 923 $| 923 (92% § $923 g 3] 927 
3 per Cent, Cons, Ann....) shut | shut | shut | shut | shut | shut 
New 3 per Cent. Ann. ...| 92$ % |92% j 3) 933 2%) 92% |92% % 3} 93 
New 24 per Cent. Ann....|  ... dee oes eee pee ese 
5 per Cent. Annuities ...| ... aes ove see eee ove 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 

Be aeavcnacassecsisrerne<n me 27-16] ... a 
Do. 30 years (exp. Oct. 10, 
BED sceporpssssvenvencsoeses eee 2 3-16) ... eve eee 
18} wee cog 18} 
see Mee ooo 223 ove ee 
India Bonds (£1,000) ...| ... |88. dis. oo» =: (88. dis,}... 
Do. (under £1,000) ...... 7s. dis.|8s. dis.; ... 8s. dis.) ... 2s. dis, 
Exch. Bills (£1,000) Mar./2s. dis.|2s. dis./5s. dis./5s. dis.3s. dis.'6s. pm, 
—————_——__--_——- June} ... «ue eee ose ose dee 
Exch. Bills (£500) Mar. is. pm.|5s. dis.'4s, dis,|2s. pm, 
- — June ose eee eee ose eee 
Exch, Bills (Small) Mar ...  /28. pm. 3s. pm./5s. dis.2s, pm.| par 
——— June} ... ove oss ave ese geo 
Exch. Bills Advertised...) ... eve eve eee eee ove 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 3} 
DEL CORE, eccrsceccsseceeces 98g 3 | 98% eee 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 3} | 
PEP Cent, ..0.cccccersescees 98§ F 1988 =| 988 F | 98% 98§ 
Insurance Companies, 
Equity and Law 6 
English and Scottish Law 4} 
Law Fire 4s 
Law Life 62 
Law Reversionary Interest 19 
Law Union. par 
Legal and Commercial par 
Legal and General Life 5} 
London and Provincial 3 
Medical, Legal, and General . ........s.esssecceee aneancense: ee 
Solicitors’ and General par 
Railway Stock. 
Railways. Sat. Mon, | Tues, } Wed. | Thur| Fri. 
Bristol and Exeter ...| 90 ove 90 90$ 903 91 
Caledonian ... «1. «+e| 743 4 | 74§ 53 752 5 | 743 § | 75 75% 
Chester and Holyhead...) ... eee ove doo 36 ove 
East Anglian ... 2. ses] ve 19$ 19§ ove «e 19} 
Eastern Union A stock .| ... coe eee oe eee eos 
East Lancashire ... «| os eee 974 97 96} ove 
Edinburgh and Glasgow) ... oe 62 614 64 63 
Edin., Perth. & Dundee.| ... eee eee 343 ose ose 
Glasgow & South Western) ... ose oes eee eee eo 
Great Northern... ...| 973 3 | 97} | 98% 9 {98} 993) 100 99} 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.).! 104 104 ash 103% {1034 4 104 
Great Western... ...| 643 § | 645 € (65 4} $| 65g 43) 643 F | 65 
Lancashire & Yorkshire .|1004 { 1013 {1014 4 {1003 4 {100g 1 | 100; 
Lon., Brighton, &S.Coast; 111 112} {1123 oes 1123 eco 
London & North Western|103% 43/1043 $ |1045 g (1043 33] 1043 | 103% 
London and S. Western .| 100% 1014 | 1005 101 100% mh 
Man., Shef., and Lincoin| 43} $ | 43g % | 434 | | 433 43) 44$ 53) 44! 
Midland ... ... . «(834 4 | 83g | 83g 4 [833 3 3/s38 § g] 848 
Norfolk 20. coe cee see] ave 624 ove coe 613 eee 
North British... ... ...| 43 43% 433 | 433 3] 43} 3] ... 
North Eastern (Berwick)} ... 92h | 923 19) 913 23) 913.2} 924 
North London soe’ ese] ose ove ose eee ae ase 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolv. .} 324 33} | 333 23) 323 | 33 23] 33 
Scottish Central ... ...) ... ase 106 ove eee oe 
Scot.N.E. Aberdeen Stock} ... eve eee ove eco eee 
Shropshire Union... ...| ... soe ase eee ese ove 
South-Eastern = we ane) 735 743 73% | 744 33) 743 53] 75g 
South-Wales ... ... s+] 88 ae 833 | 882 | 88% | .. 























London Chasettes. 


TuEspDAY, June 16, 1857. 
IEMBER OF PARLIAMENT. 
County of Carmarthen.—David Pugh, Esq., of Manorabon, Carmat« 
thenshire, vice David Arthur Saunders Davies, Esq., deceased. 
COMMISSIONERS TO TAKE ea OF MARRIED 





TuEspay, June 16, 1857. 
CAPRON, JoHN Ranp, Gent., Guildford, Surrey ; for the county of Surrey 
—May 29. 
Fripay, June 19, 1857, 
Payne, ALEXANDER Ricnarp, Milverton, Somersetshire, Gent,—May 298 


Bankrupts. 
Turspay, June 16, 1857. 

CARLESS, Jouy, Innkeeper, Laburnham Inn, Barton-ter., Gloucester 
June 29, and July 27, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill Og. Ass. Milles 
Sols. Smith, Gloucester; or Bevan & Girling, Bristol Pet. June 1}. 

DE PORQUET, Louis Pamirre Remy Fenwick (Mary Wedlake & Ca.), 
Dealer in Agricultural Implements, 118 Fenchurch-st., and Fairkytes, 
Hornchurch, Essex. June 26, at 12.30, and July 31, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fane. Of. Ass. Whitmore, Sols. Lindsay & Mason, 4 





M, MarsHatt, Ohief Cashier. 


Dated the 18th day of June, 185733 


Basinghall-st. Pet. June 13, 
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ODEON JosEPH, jun., Russia Merchant, Wormley, Horttacdabite ; 

2 copartn ershi hip with John Dickason Hewett (J. D. Hewett * Co.), 
Penchurch bidge. June 29, at 12, and Aug. 3, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. He Lica, 22 Leadenhall-st. 
Pet. June 6. 

JOHNSTON, Wr11am, Currier, Lower Church-st., Whitehaven, Cum- 
berland. June 29, at 11, and July 28, at 12; New stle-upon-Tyne. 
Com. Ellison. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. W. & J. ‘Lumb, itehaven; or 
Griffith & Crighton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. June 4. 

KEIGHLEY, ILLI4AM, SUGDEN K&IGHLEY, JOSEPH KEIGHLEY, 
Worsted maga gree Keighley, Yorkshire. June 30, and July 28, 
at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Bond & Barwick, 
Leeds. Pet. ey a 

sia Aner Dantgt, Licensed Victualler, Golden Lion, Great Charles- 

rminghem (now a Prisoner in County Gaol of Surrey). June 26, 

oF ee ‘aly 21, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Og. Ass. Ed- 
wande Sol. Haynes Haynes, Albion-hal], London-w: Pet. June 6. 
TYERS, Witt1am, Joiner and Builder, Hottingham. June 30, and July 
98, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. 
Bowley & Ashwell, Nottingham. Pet, June 13. 

Fripay, June 16, 1857. 

BATTER, | a nem Silk Throwster, Nottingham. July 10 and 28, at 
10.20; N fiinghan Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Harris, Sols. Bowley & 
Ashwell, ‘Nott ingham. et. June 9. 

BELTON, Epwarp, Innkeeper, Dudley, Worcestershire. July 2 and 24, 
at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols. Har- 
rison & Wood, Birmingham. Pet. June 16. 

BOOTH, Wi111aM, Machine Sawyer, Central Saw Mills, 198 Upper White- 
cross-st., St. Luke's. ig = and Angie 4, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. E is. Slater & Belfrage, 23 Gt. 
Tower-st. Pet. for Arrangt. ‘ep 28. 

COOPER, Tuomas Bruce, Builder, bg a Old Kent-rd. June 30, at 2, 
and July 29, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Of. Ass. Stansfeld. 
Sol. Chidley, 10 Basinghall-st. Pet. June 18. 

BROUGHTON, CHarLEs Worters, Tailor, 16 Southampton-st., Covent 
Garden. July 2, at 12, and July 31, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Buchanan, 1 Walbrook-bldgs. Pet. 
June 18. 

GIFFORD, Wit.1am, Saddler, St. Ives, Huntingdonshire. July 6, at 2, 
and Aug. 3, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Of. Ass. Pennell. 
Sols, Rennolls, 1 Lincoln’s-inn-felds; or Watts, St. Ives, Huntingdon- 
shire. Pet. June 1 

LODGE, WALTER, Cloth Manufacturer, Castle-hill, Almondbury, and 
Huddersfield, Yorkshire. July 6, at’ 12, and’ Ang. 3, at 11; Leeds 
= aaa ‘Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Cariss & Cudworth, ‘Leeds Pet. 


LONDON & BIRMINGHAM Iron Harpwake Company (Limietd). 
Of. Liquidator. Edwards. Creditors of this Company are to present 
and prove their claims, in like manner as in bankruptcy, on June 29, at 
12, at the Cqurt of Bankruptcy, Basinghall-st., before er ea 

PINCOTT, WitL1AM EsenzzeR, Wholesale Teadeal ener, © la- 
‘morganshire; in copartnership with John Jeane Coleman, ¢ 
ager Aas at 11; Bristol. (om. Hill. Of. Ass. a Sol. 
Ayre, jun Pet. June 18. } 

PRICE, Sikeazte, Upholstérer, Victo: House, Victarie-rd., Plaistow, 
Essex. July 2, at 12, and July 31, at 1. i Basingh Com. Fane. 
Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Langley & Gibbon, 32 Gt. ‘James-st., Bed- 
ford-row. Pet. June 8. 

RAWLE, WILu14y, apes Tiverpeel July 2 and 23, at 11; Liverpool. 
bcd yard it 4 $8. Sol. Banner, North John-st., Liver- 

REMINGTON, Henry (H. Remington & Co.), Gasfitter, 5 Railway-pl., 
Fenchurch-st. June 30, at 1, and July 28, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Holroyd. Off. ‘Ass. Edwards. Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 
Sise-la. Pet. June 16. 

REYNOLDS, Wittiam, Draper, Pontypridd, Glamorganshire. June 30 
and July 27, af 11; Bristol. Com. Hi Of. Ags. Miller. “ Sols. Bevan 
& Girling, Bristol. Pet. June 9 

STOCK, ete am Glass Manufacturer, Newtown, near Warrington, Lan- 
cashire. yy and Aug. 3, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. 
Morgan. Sol, Dodge, Union-ct., Castle-st., Liverpool. Pet. May 1. 

WAYRE, ee Mantle Warehouseman, 96 Oxford-st. June 30, at 2, 
and July 29, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Of. Ass. 
& . Sols. King & George, 35 King-st., Cheapside. Pet. for 
Arrangt. May 13. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
TuESDAY, June 16, 1857. 
ALLURED, James, Tailor, Norwich. June 12. 
MEETINGS. 
TuEspay, June 16, 1857. 
Ctay, Jony, Ale and Porter Merchant, South Shields, Durham. July 9, 
at 11.30; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison, Div. 
Davies, JOHN Hooper, jun., Grocer, Bridgend, Glamorganshire. July 
9, ab 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Div. 
Hopason, ‘Grzeat, & Witiiam ATCHESON, Timber Merchant, Sunder- 
July 9, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Second 





iv. 

Kgates, Wit.1amM, Ironmonger, Uttoxeter, Staffordshire. July 8, at 
10.30; Birmingham. Com. 4 

Kusrox, —, Builder, Coventry. uly 8, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. 

guy. Div. 

RIDLEY, THomas, Draper, Hartlepool, Durham. July 9, at 11; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Div. 

VickERs, Joun, Wine and Spirit Merchant, 14 Eldon-rd., Victoria-rd., 
Kensington; 4 Cross-la., St. Mary-at-Hill, Lower Thameg-st.; and 
93 High-st., Southwark. ‘Tuly 6, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goul- 
burn. Last Ex. 

Fariway, June 19, 1857. 
XANDER, LESLEY & WILLIAM B4RDGETT, Merchants, 53 Old Broad-st. 
ny 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

BLIEDBERG, Vaneenson & Marc Saran, Commission Merchants, Liver- 
nad 13, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Div. sep. est. of F. 

&: 


SS ae Grover, Bruton, Somersetshire. July 16, at 11; Bris- 


Cassox, BENJaMin, & Huyry Cassoy, Tanners, ~ -H 
pond Ade at 12; aR, Saseo Com. y eo By iv. joint ak aad 








Easton, Jouy, Builder, 20 Clapham-rd.-pl, Clapham-rd. July 10, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Fox, RICHARD, Ironmonger, Moreton-in-the-Marsh, Gloucestershire. 
July 16, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Fur. Div. 

GARRARD, Winia PasKELL, Wine ahd Spirit Merchant, 16 Little Tower- 
st. July 13, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

HUDDLESTON, Mary, & THomas HuppLeston, Cabinet-makers, formerly’ 
of Nassau-st., now of 16 Berners-st., Oxford-st. July 13, at 1.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

Kipp, SAMUEL GEorGE, Seed Crusher, Kingsten-upap: -Hull. | duly 22, at 
12; Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

KiLtick, OHN, Silversmith, 9 Kat ibtebridge ter. Ficenegs ¥ and 
George Hotel and Tavern, Maize-hill, Greenwied, 

July 10, at 11.30; Basingliall Com. Fane. , 

NasH, Tuomas, Carpenter, 14 Leather-la., ond. 36 36 Kirby-st., ati 
garden. July 13, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Di. 

OstLeR, JOHN, Merchant, Plagton-syen: -Hull, July 22, oh, 12; 
‘Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. Div. 

RHEAM, Epwarp, Currier, Bingaton-spee-Hialh July F at 12; 
Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. Dw. 

Situ, Josepn, Dealer in Iron, 28 and 29 Broad-st., Lambeth; July 10, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane Div. 

Wane, Lorens THEopoR, Timber Merchant, Sunderland,” faben 
July 1, at 12; Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne - rw en 
(By adj. from 26th May). Last Ez. 

DIVIDENDS. 
TvugEspay, June 16, 1857. 

ALANSON, Epwarp, Wine Merchant, Liverpool, Fourth, 1s. 34a. Din 
9 South Castle-st., Liverpool; any Monday, 11 and 2, “+ 4 

ALANSON, THoMAS GEORGE, Wine Merchant, Liverpool. th 1s. e".. 
Bird, 9 South Castle-st., Liverpool; any Monday, 11 and'2, 

DE SALVO, FRANCISCO, Merchant, 150 Leadenhall-st. Firat, 2d, “heusil. 
10 Basinghall-st. ; any ‘Thursday, 11 and 2. 

GLASTONE, JOHN, jun., Chain Cable Manufacturer, Liv L vim, &s, 
Bird, 9 South Castle-st., Liverpool; any Monday, iy and" 

SrriFFLER & ALGER, Steam-engine Makers, Tart Colchester. First, 
2s. 11d. Lee, 20 Aldermanbury; June 17, 11 and 

Unwin, Jonny, Baker, Seacombe. First, "os, Bird -9 South Castle-st;, 
Liverpool; any Monday, 11 and 2. 

Witson, Henry, jun., Currier, 36 Old-st.-rd. Second, 8d. Stqpapeld, w 
Basinghall-st. ; any Thursday, 11 and 2. 

Frinay, June 19, 1857. 

ALLTREE, JouN, Tailor, Liverpool. First, 5s. Turner, 53 South ohm. 
Liverpool; any Wednesday, 11 and 2. -~. ‘ 

Bennett, ANTHONY, Painter, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire. 
qs. 1d. Pott, 7 Charlotte-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 and }. 

BERGTHEIL, JoRN, Merchant, 33 ‘Abehureh-la, late na 2 Wine este. 
page. Second, 8d. WVicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 


oh a ALFRED, Hosier, 80 High-st., Shorediteh, First, 16s. Kichol: 
son, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 1] an 

Carr, Joun, & Tuomas LaIDLER, Coke ae Jarrow, Durham. 
First, 2s. 10d. joint est.; and First, 2s. 3a sep. est. of T. Laidler. Baker, 


. 


’ 


Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 and 3. 7 

CuaRLes, Robert Rumney, & WILLIAM Forprce, Paper Manufacturers, 
Haughton, Northumberland. First and Final, 20s. sep. est. R. RB. 
Poaries, Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any Seturden: 

an 

Coapon, THomas Henry, Plumber, Sunderland. First, 35. Baker, Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 and 3. 

Davis, Davip P., Grocer, &c., Merthyr Tydfil. Div. 23d, together with 
1s. 6¢. on new proofs. Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any 
Wednesday, 11 and 1. 

Day, EBENEZER, Builder, 29 Edgware-rd. First, 3s, Nicho 24 
Basinghall-st. ; ; any Tuesday, 11 on 2. it tee 
Hartz, WitL1am, Merchant, Mark-la., Fenchurch-st, Second, Is. 83d 

Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st. ; any Tuesday, land 2. 

Hopper, Epwix JouN, Grocer, Birmingham. Fires, | 6s. 3d. Christie, 37 
Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 and 

Moore, WILLIAM, Blue and Medley Dyer, &c., Bradford. Div. 1s. on 
new proofs, being a portion of First Diy. of 38. Miller, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol; June 24, 11 and 2, 

Morriss, Davm, Grocer, Wisbeach, Cambri eshire. First, és. Wichoj- 
son, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, | and. 

PEEKE, EDWIN, [Builder, Torquay, Beritehe First, 2s, 6d. Hirtzel, 
Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 and 2. 

PHILLIPs, SAMUEL SmiTH, Provision Merchant, Cardiff. Diy., 1s. 6d. on 
new proofs, being a portion of First Diy. of 4s. Miller, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 1] and 1. 

TuRNER, James, Oil and Grease Merchant, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. First, 
3s. 6d. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 


10 and 3. 
VENABLES, CHARLES, jun., Paper Manufacturer, Cliefden, beg Soho 
and Princes Paperworks, Bucks. Second, 9d. Nicholson, 24 Basing- 


hall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 and 2. 
Witt1aMs, Huex, & Sons, Tailors, 54 West Smithfield. Second, 2s. 74 
Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 and 2. 
CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and ae shown on Day of Meeting. 
TUESDAY, June 16, 185’ 
Bateson, Henry, Apothecary, 2 Hadden-pl, T wetsten of. July 9, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 
BRADLEY, Tuomas, Apothecary, Kidderminster, Worcestershire. duly % 
at 10; Birmingham. 
Bruce, Josern, Grocer, Yarmouth, Isle of Wight. July 9, at 113 
Basinghall-st. 
Game, THomas, Corn Dealer, Park Farm, Coldwaltham, Sussex. July 8, 
at 1; anneal 
EWITT, GEORGE ALEXANDER, Chemist and Druggist, Derby. Jul 
# at 10.30; i Nosing ae - ¥ J % 
=~, poser, 7 Bond-st., Brighton, formerly of To 
ne Crusher. July 8, at 12; Basinghall-st. wages aS 
Live Toomat Draper, Nantwich, Cheshire. duly 9, at 11; Liverpool 
goo es Geobes, Innkeeper, Shardlow, Derbyshire. July , at 10.30; 
ottingham. 
RipLey, Tuomas, Draper, Hartlepool, Durham. Jul at 11; 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, * ¥% Boys 


* 





572 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. June 20, 1857. 








Roacu, Saran, Carrier and Grocer, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorganshire. 
July 14, at 11; Bristol. 

Seat, Neprone, & Jonn Seat, Hat Manufacturers, Denton, Lancashire, 
and Birmingham. July 10, at 12; Manchester. 

WaLiwork, James, Cotton-spinner, Chorley, Lancashire. July 9, at 1; 
Manchester. 

WHEELER, Henry, Painter, Derby. July 7, at 10.30; Nottingham. 

Fripay, June 19, 1857. 

BuIEDBERG, FREDERICK, & Marc Saran, Commission Merchants, Liver- 
pool. July 13, at 11; Liverpool. To each bankrupt. 

Fox, Sm CuHartes, & Joun HenpDERSON, Engineers, London Works, 
Smethwick, Staffordshire, and 8 New-st., Spring-gardens, Westminster, 
and Fore-st., Limehouse. July 27, at 11; Birmingham. 

Jones, WILLIAM, Slate and Coal Merchant, Carnarvon. July 13, at 12; 
Liverpool. 

Kitick, Jouy, Silversmith, 9 Knightsbridge-ter., Knightsbridge, and 
Licensed Victualler, George Hotel and Tavern, Maize-hill, Greenwich. 
July 10, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Lewis, Evan, Victualler, Cymmer, Llantrissent; Glamorganshire. July 
14, at 11; Bristol. 

—_ — Brewer, Newport, Monmouthshire. July 21, at 11; 

isto 

StarMeR, SamvuEL, Shoe Manufacturer, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire. 
July 13, at 10; Birmingham. 

STEPHENS, WILLIAM, Cattle and Sheep Salesman, Gloucester. July 13, 
at 11; Bristol. F 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEspAY, June 16, 1857. 

Bracarortt, Domenico, & Pavut Testa (D. Braggiotti, Testa, & Co.), 
Merthants, 32 Lombard-st.; and at Brussels (P. Testa & Co.). June 
11, 2nd class. 

CHATTERTON, JAMES, & Mosks CHATTERTON, Millers and Bakers, Horn- 
castle, Lincolnshire. June 10, 3rd class. 

= ROBERT, Livery-stable-keeper, Salisbury, Wilts. June 10, 2nd 
class, 

FatrHFrvutt, Henry, Woodstock-rd., East India-rd., Blackwall, formerly 
of Tonbridge-pl., New-rd., Shipowner, afterwards in copartnership with 
Gustav Droege and Ernest Walton Ledger, at Melbourne, Merchants 
(Droege, Faithfull, & Ledger), and lately Master Mariner. June 9, 
2nd class. 

GrirritH, RicHarp, sen., & RICHARD GRIFFITH, jun., Brassfounders, 20 
Hatton-wall, and 20 and 21 St. James-walk, Clerkenwell. June 10, 
2nd class to R. Griffith, sen., and 3rd class to R. Griffith, jun. 

Hampton, THomas, Corn and Coal Merchant, Broadwater, Sussex. 
9, 2nd class, after a suspension of six months. 

= Tuomas, Innkeeper, Dudley, Worcestershire. June 6, 3rd 
class, 

LmpeELt, CAROLINE, Common Brewer, Great Driffield, Yorkshire. June 
10, 3rd class. 

Marruews, Nicworas, Ironfounder, Heaton Norris, Lancashire. 
Ist class. 

PooLe, CHARLES Paris, Warehouseman, 4} Lawrence-la. 
2nd class, after a suspension of twelve months. 

Woop, Atrrep CHaARLEs, Linendraper, Pershore, Worcestershire. June 
11, Ist class. 


June 


June 8, 


June 9, 


Fripay, June 19, 1857. 

Cart, Jessz, Licensed Victualler, Ship Tavern, Little Tower-st. June 12, 
2nd class. 

GrirrFitas, James, Builder, Bristol and Cardiff, Glamorganshire. June 
16, 2nd class. 

Kippiz, Epwarp Ham ty, Miller, Valentine-pL, Webber-st., Blackfriars- 
rd. June 12, 3rd class, having been suspended for two years from 
Jan. 30, 1854. 

Moores, Epwarp Dvuxg, Merchant, Broomfield-house, Southgate, Middle- 
sex, and 114 Minories. June 12, Ist class. 

Muck eston, RowLAND, Wholesale and Export Boot and Shoe Manufac- 
turer, 7 & 8 Hackney-rd.-crese., Middlesex. June 12, 3rd class. 

Poo.ey, Josuva, Milliner, Brighton. June 12, 2nd class, after three 
months’ suspension. 


Professional Partnership Pissalbhev. 
TuEsDay, June 16, 1857. 
EpwarDs, Grorcr, & GrorcE HaLuiteEy Epwarps, Attorneys and 
Solicitors, Halifax, Yorkshire; by mutual consent. June 13. 


Assiguuents for Benefit of Crevitars. 
TuEsDAY, June 16, 1857. 
Brit, Raps, Painter, Kingston-upon-Hull. June 8. Trustee, W. Old- 
ey Gent., Kingston-upon-Hull. Sol. Codd, 9 Trinity-house-lane, 


DaLrYMPLE, Joun, Teadealer, Blandford Forum, Dorset. June 1. 
Trustees, E. H. Ellen (Ellen, Gerring & Co.), Great Tower-st., London ; 
W. White (White, Son, & Co.), jun., Cheapside. Sols. King & Johns, 
Blandford Forum. 

Hart, Josepu, Shoe Manufacturer, Earls Barton, Northamptonshire. 
June ll. Trustees, J. Borton, Currier, Northampton; H. Anderton, 
Currier, Northampt Sol. Sh ith, Northampton. 

Pater, James, Joiner and Cabinetmaker, Boston, Lincolnshire. June 2. 
Trustees, B. Booth, Builder, Boston; R. J. Harwood, Ironmonger, 
Boston. Sols. Millington & Cooke, Boston. 

Warsurtoy, Witu1AM, Grocer, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire. June 8. 
Trustees, C. G. Smith, Grocer, Louth; W. Tate, Grocer, Louth; G. 
Shepherd, Grocer, Great Grimsby. Sol. Brooks, Flotter-gate, Great 
Grimsby. 





‘. Fripay, June 19, 1857. 

Brinces, Wi11aM, Shopkeeper, late of Cardiff, Glamorganshire, but now 
of Bristol, Labourer. May 26. Trustee, R. Wells, Grocer, Bristol. In- 
denture now lies at office of F. H. Pope, 3 Clare-st., Bristol. 

Coorer, Witt1AM EarnsHaw, Tallow-chandler, Effingham-rd., Sheffield. 
June 12, Zrustees, W. Travis, Lime Merchant, Sheffield; E. S. Knowles, 
Broker, Liverpool. Sol. Broomhead, 17 North Church-st., Sheffield. 

FREEMAN, Rosert, Druggist, Glamford Briggs, Lincoln. June 15. 
Trustees, W. Coulson, Grocer, Glamford Briggs; W. Foster, Oil Mer- 
ehant, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sol. Bird, Glamford Briggs. 

Goosy, Wi1L.1aMm, Hosier, 12 New-st., Covent-garden. June8. Trustee, 
J. C. Hill, Gent., Gresham-st. West. Sol. Sole, 68 Aldermanbury. 

HOLLINGSHEAD, JOHN, & CHARLES CowTan, Woollendrapers, 44 Warwick- 





st., Golden-sq. June9. Trustees, R. Southall, Woollen Warehousem: 
14 King-st.; W. Armstrong, Woollen Manufacturer, 69 Aldermanbury. 
Sol. Vining, 2 Moorgate-st. 

Warp, EBENEZER CHALLIS, Linendraper, Crown-st., Finsbury. June 5, 
Trustee, T. W. Elstob, Warehouseman, Wood-st. Sols. Davidson & 
Bradbury, Weavers’-hall, 22 Basinghall-st. 

Waive, WILLIAM, Tailor, Monmouth. May 30. Trustees, J. W. Burrows, 
Wholesale Bootmaker, Cookham, Berks; G. Holloway, Wholesal 
Clothier, Stroud, Gloucestershire; C. Wathen, Wholesale Clothi 
Castle-st., Bristol. Sol. W. Kearsey, Bedford-st., Stroud. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 


TUESDAY, June 16, 1857. 

Batiey, WILLIAM LASHMAR (who died on Oct. 30, 1856), Clerk, Woodford, 
Northamptonshire. Creditors to come in and prove their claims on or 
before July 1, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 

MiLLER, Joun Francis (who died in Dec. 1854), Esq., Torquay, Devon- 
shire. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before July 
22, at V. C. Kindersley's Chambers. 

Puinn, THoMAS (who died in Jan. 1837), Surgeon, Bath. Creditors to 
come in and prove their debts on or before July 20, at V. C. Kinder. 
sley’s Chambers. 

Stocock, SamMuEL (who died in March, 1831), Esq., Newbury, Berks, 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before July 16, at 
¥V. C. Wood's Chambers. 

Frimay, June 19, 1857. 

Apcock, Witt1am Robert (who died in July, 1849), Esq., Millbrook 
House, Shepperton, Middlesex. Creditors to come in and prove their 
debts on or before July 20, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Birkett, Henry (who died in Feb, 1854), Gent., Wollongong, Sydney, 
New South Wales. Creditors to come in and prove their debts or 
claims on or before July 11, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 

Boyp, Writ1aM (who died in Feb. 1855), Esq., Ryton Grove, Dur! 
and Westbury-on-Trym, Gloucestershire, Creditors to come in <4 
prove their debts on or before July 18, at Master of the Rolls’ © 
Chambers. F 

CHANDLER, BENJAMIN (who died on Feb. 3, 1853), Gent., Sherborne, 
Dorsetshire. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before 
July 11, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Crort, JoHN (who died in Oct. 1855), Butcher, Fownhope, Herefordshire, — 
Creditors to come and prove their debts on or before July 11, at V.C, © 
Stuart’s Chambers. i 

GATCOMBE, ANN (who died in Jan. 1835), Widow, Upper Gloucester-ph © 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before July ~ 
16, at Master of Rolls’ Chambers. 

Maine, Joun Rozerts (who died on April 11, 1854), Gent., formerly © 
of Rugby, and late of 5 Southampton-st., St. Pancras. reditors | 
to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before July 25, at 
V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

Newson, SuSANNAH CARDEN (who died in Jan. 1857), Zine Manufae 
turer. Judd-pl. West, New-rd. Creditors to come in and prove their © 
claims on or before July 18, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 7 

Payne, Epwarp (who died in January, 1855), Alfred-st., Bedford-sq 
Gent. Creditors to come in andgprove their debts on or before J 
22, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. a 

Payne, FREDERICK (who died in November, 1855), Alfred-st., Bedford. 
sq., Gent. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before” 
July 22, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. E 

Snrpson, Thomas (who died in Dec., 1837), Farmer, Carleton, Helmsley, 
Yorkshire. Creditors to come in and prove their claims on or before” 
July 10, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 4 

Stanton, Henry RicHarD (who died on August 6, 1855), Paper Box 
Manufacturer, 49 York-st., City-rd. Creditors to come in and prove: 
their claims on or before July 20, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

TENNENT, RoBERT NerLson (who died on May 11, 1856), Patent Plane 
Manufacturer, 3 Pembroke-wharf, Caledonian-ré., Islington. Creditor” 
to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before July 3, 

V. C. Wood's Chambers. 


Wiinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TurEspay, June 16, 1857. i 

Justice Assurance Socrety.—V. C. Kindersley peremptorily orders) 
acall of £4 per share, and that each contributory pay unto Thom 
Beesley, 46 Moorgate-st., the Official Manager, on June 24, at 12, 
balance (if any) which will be due from him after debiting his accou 

ith such call. 

Nonra SHIELDS Quay Company.—V. C. Wood orders this Company @ 
be absolutely dissolved as from June 6, and wound up; and will, om 
June 22, at 2, at his Chambers, appoint an official manager, where 
all parties claiming to be creditors of this company are to come in 


their debts. 
_ Fripay, June 19, 1857. 

GENERAL Live Stock INsuRANCE ComPany.—A petition for the disso 
tion and winding up of this Company was, on June 12, present ? 
the Master of the Rolls by William Young, Grosvenor-villas, Brixton) 
Gent., which will be heard on July 4.—Sols., Price, Bolton, & 

1 New-sq., Lincoln’s-inn. : 
Scotch Hequestrations. 
Turspay, June 16, 1856. 

GinLEsPiz, ALEXANDER, Ironmonger, Jamaica-st., Glasgow. 
at 12, Globe Hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. June 10. 

Mowatt, Jonny, Draper, a ar 24, at 1, Faculty Hall, 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. June 12. 

Seaman, GrorcE Morcan, Writer, Falkirk. June 20, at 2, Red 
Hotel, Falkirk. Seg. June 12. 

Wricut, Ronap, Grain and Provision Merchant, Glasgow, and p 
of the firm of James Arthur & Co., Washers and Bleachers, Bi 
holm, Paisley. June 22, at 12, Faculty Hall, St. George’s-pl., G 
Seg. June 11. 


’ 


a 


June s 


Fripay, June 19, 1857. 

AFFLECK, Joun (John Affleck & Co.), Auctioneers, Glasgow. June 
at 3, Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. June 16. 

Mowatt, ANDREW, Wholesale Lace and Sewed Muslin Warehousemam 
Hutcheson-st., Glasgow. June 26, at 2, Faculty-hall, St. George’ 
Glasgow. Seq. June 15. 








